June 12, 1875, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


609 


— 








The Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ Journat is—Town, 
96s. ; Country, 283. ; with the Weexty Reporter, 52s. 
Payment in advance includes Double Numbers and 
Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumes bound at 
the Office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 

All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ 
Journal”? must be authenticated by the name of the 
writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal 
with regularity in the Country, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 

*,* Pressure on our space compels us to hold over many 
communications. 








Gbhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JUNE 12, 1875. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE COMPULSORY EXAMINATION for call to the bar does 
not seem likely to operate as a check to aspirants for 
wig and gown. It appears from the list we publish 
elsewhere that in the present term 89 gentlemen have 
been called—an increase of eight over the calls to the bar 
in Trinity Term, 1874. During the last year no fewer 
than 275 members have been added to the bar, a number 
closely approaching that of the whole bar in 1783; for, 
if the late Mr. C. P. Cooper was correct in his figures, the 
total number of barristers in the latter year was only 301. 
The same authority states that by 1850 the list of 
counsel had swelled to 3,253 names. Now it fills 199 
pages of the Law List, containing on an average some- 
where about thirty names a page ; so that we may roughly 
estimate the number of barristers at the present time as 
being not much less than 6,000. Throughout the present 
yearthe Inner Temple has largely exceeded the other Inns 
in the number of calls ; 126 gentlemen out of the total of 
275 belonged to this society. Gray’s-inn appears to have 
added three members to the bar during the year. 





Tue CHANCELLOR or THE Diocese or Lincotn has de- 
cided that it is improper to describe a Wesleyan minister 
as “ Reverend” on a tombstone in a parish churchyard. 
The reasons which he has given for his decision are even 
more extraordinary than the decision itself. For he ap- 
pears to suppose that every inscription on a tombstone is 
a “sermon in stone,’ and that when the visitor to 
Owston Ferry Churchyard reads that a Wesleyan 
minister is “reverend” he will immediately conclude 
that the doctrines of Wesleyans are worthy of reverence. 
The common-sense view of the case would, of course, 
have been that “ Reverend” is a title of courtesy just as 
is “ Esquire ” ; and we believe that thisis really the legal 
view also. The case would have been different if the 
word “ Reverend” were by law exclusively appropriated 
to clergy of the Church of England. But their legal 
designation is “Clerk,” and except by courtesy they 
have no more right to be called “ Reverend” than has 
Mr. Henry Keet, a minister belonging to the Wesleyan 
Connexion. 

Meanwhile the question arises whether, apart from 
his reasons, the decision of the Chancellor is justi- 
fiable in point of law. It must, of course, be admitted 
that the control over monuments in churches or church- 
yards must be vested in some authority or other, Im- 
moral or indecent inscriptions certainly ought not to be 
permitted. And at present the law leaves to the 
Bishop, who, in this matter, acts through his Chancellor, 
the discretion to say what inscriptions shall be permitted, 
The Chancellor of Lincoln, therefore, in the case of Mr. 
Reet, was doubtless acting strictly within the limits of 
his authority when he decided that “ Reverend” was an 
improper designation for a Wesleyan. But the decision, 
fortunately, may be examined by the Arches Court and 





by the Privy Council. The accidental circumstance that 
in this instance the first appeal is from a son to a father 
will, we feel sure, exercise no influence whatever over the 
result. It is, indeed, to be regretted that the case was 
not sent at once, without a hearing before the Chancellor, 
by “letters of request’ to the Archiepiscopal court. The 
expense of a double inquiry would thus have been saved. 
As it is the question will now come before the Arches 
Court upon appeal, and the singular conclusion at which 
the Consistorial Court has arrived will have its due weight, 
but no more than its due weight. Should the Dean of 
Arches confirm his son’s judgment there will, no doubt, 
be an appeal to the Privy Council. In that event it does 
not need much boldness to hazard a prophecy that the 
Wesleyan minister’s contention will be successful. 





Mr. Oszorne Moreay, Q.C., in his speech yester« 
day week in moving his resolution disapproving of the 
Land Transfer Bill, said very cleverly all that can be 
said against that measure. He made some effective 
points at the expense of the Attorney-General, who, after 
last year declaring the compulsory character of the Bill 
to be its chief advantage, has this year to defend the 
omission from the Bill of the compulsion clause ; and he 
was justly severe on the inadequacy of the machinery pro- 
vided for working the newmeasure. That machinery would 
probably have been insufficientif Lord Westbury’s Act had 
proved a success, and it has always appeared to us to be 
simply absurd to set a single office in London to transact 
all the business which may be expected to arise under 
the new Act. But in other respects we do not think 
that Mr. Osborne Morgan’s objections are of a very novel 
or damaging character. Every conveyancer knows that 
practically the title to land is secure; but it is not in- 
security of title but cost and delay of transfer which 
have furnished the motive for the Bill. As to the cost 
of registration under it Mr. Osborne Morgan seems rather 
to lose sight of the fact that the expense of placing land 
on the register with an absolute or limited title hag 
only to be incurred once for all, and that the proceeding 
before the registrar, under clause 41, to settle who shall 
be registered as proprietor in the place of a deceased 
registered proprietor—which is the only instance of re- 
curring expense he notices—would in the very many 
cases practically amount merely to the production to 
the registrar of the will of the last registered proprietor. 
Nor do we think that any inference unfavourable to the 
operation of the Bill in diminishing the costs of transfer 
can fairly be drawn from the exemption last year from 
the compulsion clause of purchases below £300. The 
reason for that exemption was, not that the cost of regis« 
tration with a possessory title would be heavy, but that 
registration would give most of the purchasers no ad- 
vantage which they do not at present possess. Their plots 
are conveyed rapidly and cheaply, and they care for 
nothing else. The course taken in excluding from the 
operation of compulsion cases where transfer is rapid and 
cheap is surely no reason to show that, where transfer is 
slow and costly, registration may not afford a remedy. 
As to the advantages offered by registration in respect of 
speed of transfer, Mr. Osborne Morgan prudently refrains 
from saying anything. The dilemma he puts with re- 
gard to compulsion—that if the Bill is a good one, con- 
ferring benefits on landowners, where is the hardship of 
making it compulsory ? if it does not confer such benefits 
why enact it at all ?—is hardly even plausible. Only prac- 
tical experience of its working can show whether the 
Bill does confer benefits on landowners, and what we have 
always said is that until such experience has been had 
compulsion should not be enacted. Moreover, even if it 
be admitted that the Bill is really for the benefit of land- 
owners, is there no hardship in making it compulsory 
when they may not believe it to be for their advantage ? 
If there is not, there would be no hardship in making 
Mr. Karslake’s scheme for the examination of admitted 
solicitors compulsory. It would be for the advantage of 
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the examinees to have their attainments rubbed up, but j 


it is doubtful whether they would appreciate the benefits 
so far as to acquiesce in being compulsorily brought up 
before the benchers and “ natives.” 





Tue Court or Queen’s Bencn had recently before 
them a case (Smith v. Slight) which affords a rather 
curious illustration of the way in which our law 
is made. The plaintiff had taken a house from the 
defendant as tenant from year to year, the tenancy com- 
mencing at Lady-day, 1873. The defendant was him- 
self a lessee under a lease expiring at Michaelmas, 1874, 
shortly after which date the plaintiff was ejected by the 
London School Board, who claimed as reversioners. The 
action was brought to recover damages from the defend- 
ant on an implied covenant for quiet enjoyment. The 
Jearned commissioner who tried the cause decided in 
favour of the plaintiff, but the Court of Queen’s Bench 
granted arule to enter a nonsuit, which they subse- 
quently made absolute. The result depended upon the 
fact that the question was already decided. Three 
centuries ago it was held that where the interest of a 
lessor is determined by his death, before the expiration 
of the lease, his executors cannot be charged on an im- 
plied covenant for quiet enjoyment, because the cove- 
nant in law ends with the estate of the lessor (Swan 
v. Stransham, Dyer. 257, Bragg v. Wiseman, 1 
Brownl. 22). The question arose again in 1830, in 
Adams v. Gibney (6 Bing. 656), when the Court 
of Common Pleas thought the old cases were “too 
strong to get over,’ and as no “very strong or in- 
superable objection had been raised to the principle” of 
the decisions they thought it “safer to adhere to them.” 
But they were careful to point out that no injustice 
would be occasioned to the lessee in the case before 
them, since he must have known, from the form of the 
reservation in the lease, that the lessor was only a tenant 
for life, and yet he was content to accept a lease without 
an express covenant for quiet enjoyment. In Penfold v. 
Abbot (11 W. R. 169, 32 L. J. Q. B. 67), in 1862, the 
same doctrine was applied, on the authority of the last 
decision, to a case where the lessor held the premises for 
a term of years, and, eleven years before the expiration 
of the term, let them from year to year to the plaintiff, 
but the court again pointed out that it was clear 
from the terms of the agreement that the piaintiff knew 
that the defendant was only entitled to the premises 
for the residue of a term, and remarked that if the 
tenant had wished to protect himself further he should 
have taken an express stipulation for quiet enjoyment 
during the continuance of his own tenancy. In the 
case recently before the Queen’s Bench the defendant, 
knowing that he had little more than a year and a 
half of his lease to run, let from year to year, and his 
tenanthad no notice that hislandlord’s interest waslimited. 
There was, therefore, nothing to prompt the tenant to 
require an express covenant for quiet enjoyment through- 
out the term. The court, nevertheless, felt themselves 
bound on the authorities to hold that he had no remedy 
against his landlord on the determination of his interest. 
It may, perhaps, be doubted whether, if the facts of the 
recent case had been before the court in Adams v. Gibney, 
they would have re-furbished the old rule, and made it 
binding on their successors. 





Yesrenpay the Lords Justices reversed the decision of 
the Master of the Rolls in Lbbs v. Boulnois, upon which 
we commented ante, p. 529. The question in the case 
‘was, as our readers will remember, what is the effect of 
an order of discharge granted to a bankrupt, or a liqui- 
dating debtor, before the close of the bankruptcy or 
liquidation ; does it release his after-acquired property 
from the claims of the creditors whose debts are provable 
in the bankruptcy or liquidation’ The Master of the 
Rolls, following the decision of Vice-Chancellor Bacon in 
Re Kenndt's Trusts (23 W. BR. 229, L. R. 19 Eq, 245), 








held that, notwithstanding the order of discharge, the future 
property remains liable, though in his judgment he very 
plainly indicated that his own opinion as to the construc. 
tion of the Act of 1869 differed from that of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor. The Lords Justices have reversed the decision of 
the Master of the Rolls, thus in effect affirming his view 
of the Act, and disapproving that which was expressed 
by the Vice-Chancellor. Though the question came to 
be decided in a suit for the specific performance of a 
contract, yet, as the judgment was pronounced by the 
judges who form the Court of Appeal in Bankruptcy, it 


! will, of course, be binding upon the Court of Bankruptcy. 


The Lords Justices pointed out (as we ventured to do) that, 
if the construction adopted by Vice-Chancellor Bacon was 
right, the granting of an order of discharge before the close 
of the bankruptcy, instead of being, as the Act evidently 
contemplated, a great boon to the bankrupt, would be 
almost an idle ceremony. The most it would effect 
would be this, that the bankrupt could plead the order 
of discharge to any action brought against him bya 
creditor, instead of having to apply to the Court of 
Bankruptcy to restrain the action. If a bankruptcy 
had resulted from pure misfortune, and the debtor had 
given up large assets to his creditors which, from some 
accident, it might take many years to realize, and if all 
his creditors were desirous of granting him an imme. 
diate release from his liabilities, and the court was of 
opinion that this was the right course, still it would be 
impossible to set him free to acquire property until the 
bankruptcy was closed ; whereas, if a bankrupt came into 
court with bare poles, giving up practically nothing to 
his creditors, the bankruptcy might, on the special 
resolution of the creditors, be closed in a very 
short time, and he might retain all his future property. 
This would be so absurd and monstrous a result that 
the court could not come to any other conclusion but 
that, when the Act spoke of an order of discharge re- 
leasing the bankrupt from his debts, it meant that all 
his after-acquired property should be released, and that 
he should become an entirely free man. It will be ob- 
served that section 125, sub-section 9, enables the cred- 
itors in a liquidation to grant the order of discharge on 
such terms and conditions as they think fit, so that if 
they wish to retain a right to any part of the debtor's 
after-acquired property they can do so, 








DAMAGES FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT 
FOR SALE OF REAL ESTATE. 


Tur three questions proposed to the judges in the case 
of Bain v. Fothergill (23 W. R. 261, L. R. 7H. L. 158) 
were (1) whether a vendor of real estate who, without any 
default on his part cannot make a good title, is liable to 
damages for loss of bargain ; (2) whether actual possession 
of the property sold is essential to bring the case within 
the rule of Flwreau v. Thornhill (2 W. Bl. 1078), and 
(3) whether the circumstances of the recent case distin- 
guished it from Flureau v. Thornhill. As all the judges, 
as well as the Lords, were of opinion that Plureaw v. 
Thornhill ought to be supported, and were also (with the 
exception of Denman, J.) of opinion that the recent case 
could not be distinguished from it, nothing more was 
strictly decided than that /lureau v. Thornhill was good 
law. But the unanimous answer of the judges in the 
negative to the second question, adopted by the Lords, 
must be taken to amount to an authoritative overruling 
of Hopkins vy. Grazebrook (6 B. & C31), which, after 
frequent attacks, is now at last entirely overthrown. The 
result of the decision is accurately represented by what 
is said by Lord Hatherley: “The purchaser knows on his 
part that there must be some degree of uncertainty as to 
whether, with all the complications of our law, a good 
title can be effectively made by the vendor; and taking 
the property [or rather the contract] with that knowledge, 
he is not to be held entitled to recover any loss on the 
bargain he may have made, if in effect it should turn out 
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that the vendor is incapable of completing his contract 
in consequence of his defective title.” 

But it must be observed that Lord Chelmsford goes 
farther, and lays down that “ the rule as to the limits 
within which damages may be recovered upon the breach 
of a contract for the sale of a real estate must be taken 
to be without exception.” It is obvious that this state- 
‘ment was in no way called for by the circumstances of 
the case; it is not adopted by Lord Hatherley, and it 
may be safely said that it rests on no reason at all. It 
is evidently directed against the decision in Engel v. Fitch 
(16 W. R. 785, L. R. 3 Q. B. 314), where the title of the 
defendants was perfect, and the contract was not carried 
out only because, with complete power to do so, they 
would not go to the expense of obtaining possession. The 
difficulty was not one of title, but merely of conveyance ; 
and, as was pointed out by Lord Hatherley, a court of 
equity would have compelled the defendants to carry 
out their contract specifically. What reason can be 
alleged why an action for damages should not lie against 
a man who is perfectly competent to fulfil his contract 
but deliberately refuses todo so? The contract for sale 
involves two things—a promise to make a title, and a 
promise to make a conveyance and delivery of the land. 
So far as concerns the first, it is, by the rule in Flureau 
v. Thornhill, made conditional on the vendor being able 
to make a title, or, as Lord Hatherley more accurately 
puts it, itis coupled with a condition limiting the damages 
for default to the costs of investigating title. So far as 
concerns the second, it is necessarily subject to the same 
condition so far as its performance depends on ability to 
make a title; but beyond this there is nothing, either in 
the rule of Flureau v. Thornhill or in the reason of the 
rule, to limit it. 

Lord Chelmsford is of opinion that the only way of 
obtaining other damages is by an action for deceit. But 
the suggestion is a practical absurdity. An action for 
deceit is founded upon a fraudulent representation. 
But a man who sells property clearly does not represent 
that he is the owner of it; he merely engages that when 
the time for performance comes he will be ready to con- 
vey it. If he is not then capable of conveying it effect- 
ually for want of title, he is within the protection of 
Flureau v. Thornhill, whether he had or had not good 
reason to think that he would be able. Is this protec- 
tion to be infringed upon by saying that he impliedly 
represented that he had good reason to think that he 
would be able to convey, so as to be chargeable if 
he really had not good reason to think so, and 
knew that he had not? Such a rule would 
appear to open the way to very dangerous subtleties, or 
else to be practically useless. But if he is capable of 
conveying effectually, but will not, then no action for 
deceit will lie, for he has made no false representation of 
a fact, but has only broken a promise. But such a 
breach of contract calls for no protection, and deserves 
none. To say that a man who is in actual possession of 
land to which he has a perfect title, and which he is 
hindered by no impediment from conveying, may, only 
because he has a better bargain, or because he has 
changed his mind, refuse to convey it according to his 
contract, and yet be liable for nothing but costs of in- 
vestigating title, is contrary to all sense and reason, and 
quite destitute of authority. 








THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
CORRUPT PRACTICES. 


II. 


We add a few remarks on those recommendations of the 
a committee which we were unable to notice last 
Wi A . 

As to the place for the trial of election petitions, 
resolution 4 would provide for trial in the metropolis of 
that one of the three kingdoms to which the petition re- 
lates, if the parties consent. The provision seems to us 





of little value; its presence is chiefly important as an in- 
dication of the opinion of the committee that the trial 
should still remain local. 

The 5th and 6th resolutions relate to the difficult 
auestion of throwing away votes. The 5th, in fact, 
adopts the decision of the Common Pleas in Drinkwater 
v. Deakin (L. R. 9 C. P. 626), where it was held that only 
the being declured guilty of corrupt practices, not the 
commission of the offence, would create such a disqualifi- 
cation of a candidate as would cause votes given for him 
after notice to be thrown away. This decision was in 
conformity with the later decisions of parliamentary com- 
mittees, but was contrary to the view taken by the 
majority of the Court of Common Pleas in Ireland in the 
Galway case (Ir. L. R. 6 C. L. 464). It is certainly de- 
sirable that the same rule should prevail m both countries, 
and if, as we believe most persons would think, the rule 
acted on here is the true one, it should have a statutory 
force given to it before the Irish court is tempted, 
by the desire of maintaining their opinion, to perpetuate 
an error. 

The 6th resolution, in providing that no votes shall be 
deemed to be thrown away unless the alleged cause of 
disqualification be so notorious, at the time of nomination, 
as to lead to the presumption that the voters gave their 
votes wilfully and perversely for a candidate incapable of 
being elected, adopts the rule laid down by the Queen’s 
Bench in Reg. v. Tewkesbury (16 W. R. 1200, L. R. 3 Q. B. 
629), but doubted by Brett, J., in Drinkwater v. Deakin. 
It is practically the most convenient as well as the most 
consistent with constitutional principles, though Brett, J., 
was, we think, warranted in saying that it goes somewhat 
beyond the line drawn by previous decisions. It 
reduces the cases where a candidate can be returned on 
the vote of the minority to the smallest number. Some 
may, perhaps, think it more desirable that they should be 
reduced to nothing; and certainly no one would desire 
that much favour should be shown to so anomalous a 
state of things. But on the other hand, supposing that 
state of facts to exist which the resolution would require 
to be proved, and of which the late Tipperary election 
showed an undoubted instance, we do not know that 
there is any reason why the constituency should be left 
unrepresented because the majority will not name a pos- 
sible candidate, or that the majority are entitled to com- 
plain if the minority are allowed to exercise the functions 
which they have vacated. 

The 7th and 8th resolutions are no doubt provoked by 
the recent Norwich case, and provide that in every case 
the judge shall report whether the inquiry has been 
rendered incomplete by the action of either party, and 
that on a report being made in the affirmative (though 
the resolution does not exactly express this) the House 
may order an inquiry before one of the judges, the ex- 
penses to be defrayed, as formerly, under 5 & 6 Vict. c. 
102. We have some doubt whether the judge can be 
fairly or conveniently asked to undertake this duty, and 
we are disposed to think that all such inquiries should be 
held, as now, before special commissioners. 

The last resolution relates to travelling expenses, and 
deals with the question but feebly. It will be remem- 
bered that in the Bolfon case the travelling expenses of 
voters were systematically paid, although this can only 
be lawfully done in elections for counties, and for some 
few boroughs assimilated to counties. Though an illegal, 
it is not an unseating practice; but it is perilously near 
to bribery, and constaatly passes over into it. The 
only straightforward and rational course would 
be to prohibit it everywhere alike. This 
feeble resolution, however, only deals with the law as to 
the hiring of vehicles, and says that “ the law appears to 
be, to some extent, broken. Whilst it may be desirable 
that the list of boroughs to which the provision in ques- 
tion does not apply should be extended, the committee 
are of opinion that in most boroughs the polling places 
can be so conveniently selected as to render the employ- 
ment of vehicles unnecessary, and that some sufficient 
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penalty should be attached to the violation of the law in 
this respect.” Now the really most mischievous prac- 
tice relating. to travelling expenses is the payment of 
travelling expenses from a distance, not the hiring of 
conveyances within the borough, and this is not touched 
at all, though it is often made a cloak for bribery. The 
hiring of vehicles is objectionable rather on the score of 
expense than of corruption. But it is very doubtful 
what the law is on this point, and what kind of hiring 
is unlawful. It is the opinion of many that itis not 
illegal to hire a vehicle for the day and use it for con- 
veying voters, notwithstanding section 36 of the Act of 
1867 ; but some purists think that it is not right to hire 
the whole concern, but that they may lend their driver 
and horses, and only hire the carriage. The section, 
however, says nothing about vehicles, but only speaks of 
paying money for the conveyance of voters; and if the 
words are taken very strictly it is difficult to see why 
the owner of a carriage is not liable who takes voters in 
his own carriage and pays the turnpike. No good will 
be done by such a resolution as the above; what is 
needed is not merely to inflict further penalties, but to 
render the law intelligible. 

Lastly, we have to regret that the committee have not 
turned their attention to the obscure 36th section of the 
Corrupt Practices Act, 1854. It is well known that in 
Stevens v. Tillett (L. R. 4C. P. 147) this section was 
much considered, but its true meaning still remains un- 
certain. In that case the question really raised was 
whether, on an election to fill a vacancy caused by the 
unseating of a member on petition, the conduct at 
the abortive election of an unsuccessful candidate, who 
again presents himself at the election held in its place, 
can be inquired into so as to disqualify him from sitting 
as member on the second return. But to decide this it 
was sufficient to rely on the old parliamentary law, which 
considered the whole as one election until the seat was 
filled by a valid return; no construction was therefore 
judicially put on section 36; only Willes, J., reiterated, 
as an oliter dictum, an opinion which he had already ex- 
pressed before a parliamentary committee, that every 
candidate was subject to an inquiry into his conduct 
as a candidate at any election held during the 
same Parliament. This question has, however, 
never been really raised for decision, and it is 
extremely douptful. The section is obscure, if not 
ungrammatical, and Parliament ought to make up its 
mind as to what it really means on this point, and plainly 
declare it. At the same time, it is to be observed that 
the limitation of the disability by the duration of Par- 
liament is most absurd and unequal. One man may be 
excluded for seven years, and another may with im- 
punity be returned to a new Parliament by a borough 
which he securely corrupted during the old one. Several 
flagrant instances of this sort have already shown the 
absurdity of having any other than a fixed limit of time. 








On Monday at the Millom (West Cumberland) Petty 
Sessions, Mr. Clarke, solicitor, of Lancaster, who, as we 
mentioned recently, had been refused audience by the magis- 
trates on the ground of using words alleged to be disrespect- 
ful to the chairman, admitted generally that the bench were 
willing to do justice. The bench were satisfied with this 
admission, and the case in which Mr. Clarke appeared 
proceeded. 


On Monday, in answer to Mr. Butt, Mr. Cross said if 
there was any prospect of a general agreement on the 
subject of the report of the Select Committee on Corrupt 
Practices there would be no difficulty in dealing with it 
this session. Such an agreement was, however, scarcely 
to be expected, and, therefore, as at present advised, he 
thought the best course to adopt would be to give members 
ample oppertunity to digest the report, to pass a Con- 
tinuance Bill, and to call the attention of Parliament to 
the subject next session. 





Recent Becisions. 


COMMON LAW. 
Discuarce 1x LiquipaTion—Svnrery. 
Ellis v. Wilmot, Ex., 23 W. R. 214. 


Ex parte Jacobs, L.JS., 23 W. R. 251, L. R. 10 Ch. 211. 
In the first of these cases the question arcse whether 


a discharge in liquidation of the principal debtor had the- 


effect of releasing his surety. It was held that it had not, 
notwithstanding that the creditor voted for the discharge, 
and the contrary could hardly have been held without in 
effect overruling the decision of the Common Pleas in 
Megrath v. Gray (22 W.R. 409, L. R.9 C.P. 216). 
The difficulty in the way of so deciding was the decision 
of Bacon, V.C.,in Wilson v. Lloyd (21 W. R. 507, L. R. 
16 Eq. 60), and this difficulty was evaded by observing 
that Wilson v. Lloyd related not to a liquidation but to 


acomposition. Thecase of Hilis v. Wilmot, therefore, left . 


it uncertain whether the same decision would be made with 
respect to a composition not reserving rights against sure- 
ties; for although the reasoning of Cleasby, B.,distinguish- 
ing between the statutory act of a creditor in assenting 
to a resolution which is brought before him in a regular 
course of progeeding whether he will or no, and in which 
he is called upon to form an opinion, and a true 
voluntary act of the creditor, seems to show that he 
would have held the same in the case of a composition, 
the same cannot be said of the judgments of Kelly, C.B., 
and Amphlett, B. But whatever doubt may have 
existed on this point is set at rest by Lx parte Jacobs, 
where the precise case arose of a composition resolution 
discharging the debtor without any reservation of rights 
against sureties, for which resolution the creditor voted. 
The Lords Justices held that the surety was not dis- 
charged, adopting the reasoning in Megrath v. Gray, and. 
adding that “if resolutions for liquidation or for composi- 
tion were to contain a reserve of remedies by the credi- 
tors against any other person than the debtor, the con- 
sequence would be that the debtor would not, either by 
arrangement or by composition, be completely discharged 
from any of his debts in respect of which the creditor 
has a remedy against any other person, which we think 
would be contrary to the intention of the Act.” This deci- 
sion therefore leads to the important conclusion that in 
composition resolutions rights against sureties not only 
need not, but ought not, to be reserved, and that sureties 
should, of course, be included in the list of creditors. 


ATTACHMENT. 


Sampson v. Seaton and Beer Railway Company, Q.B.,. 


23 W.R. 212, L. R. 10 Q. B. 28. 


The short point decided by this case is that a garnishee 
cannot set off against the attached debt a debt due to 
him from the judgment creditor. In the statutory pro- 
visions which govern garnishment proceedings “ there 
is,”’ say the court, “no place for the discussion of cross 
claims between the garnishee and the judgment cred- 
itor; ” and this is obviously so. 








At the distribution of prizes in connection with the 
Evening Class Department at King’s College, London, on 
Friday, June 4, the following prizes and certificates in 
law were awarded :—Special prize of £10, given by the 
Right Hon. Lord Selborne, to Mr. George Edward Teale ; 
special prize of law books to the value of £3 3s., given by 
Megars. Butterworth, Law Pablishers to the Queen, to Mr.. 
H. W. Harding; the college prize to Mr. R. A. Roberts, 


the professors’ prize to Mr. A. A. Toonis, certificates of 


“high distinction’’ to Messrs. G. E. Teale, T. Welch, H. 
W. Harding, and W. Coates; and certificates of merit to 
Messrs. T. A. S. Keely, B. Ward, G. Ennis, J. T. Edmonds, 
F. J. Greene, T. H, Dicker, and J. Hayward. 
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futes. 


Tae Lorps Jvstices on Thucsday reversed the decision 
of the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy in Re Ratcliffe. upon 
which we commented «n/e, p. 509. The question was as to 
the power of the creditors, at their first meeting under a 
liquidation petition, after they have rejected an offer of a 
composition made by the debtor, to pass a resolution ad- 
journing the meeting to a future day, and then, at the 
adjourned meeting, to resolve to accept the offer which had 
been previously rejected. In Re LKauteliffe the debtor, at 
the first meeting under his petition, offered the creditors a 
composition of 2. 6d. in the pound, payable within twelve 
months. A resolution to accept the offer was put to the 
meeting, and the votes of the creditors upon it were duly 
taken. It failed to obtain the requisite assent of a majority 
in number and three-fourths in value, and it was accordingly 
rejected. A resolution to adjourn the meeting for a fort- 
nigbt was then proposed, and was assented to by a majority 
in value, which was sufficient to carry it under rule 293, 
At the adjourned meeting the debtor's offer was renewed, 
and was accepted by the proper majority, and the accept- 
ance was duly confirmed at the second meeting. The 
resolution proposed at the first meeting, in favour of the 
composition, having been rejected, was not reduced into 
writing, and there was no record of it upon the proceed. 
ings; but the resolution to adjourn, and the resolutions 
passed at the adjourned first meeting, and at the second 
meeting, were written and signed by the assenting 
creditors, and were filed with the proceedings. The 
registrar of the county court, however, refused to register 
them, on the ground tkat the sense of the first meeting 
having been duly taken, and being adverse to the accept- 
ance of the composition, it was not then competent to the 
creditors to adjourn the meeting. The registrar had before 
him evidence given by the chairman of the meeting as to 
what actually took place. The Chief Judge directed the 
resolution accepting the composition to be registered, 
founding his judgment upon rule 275, which provides that 
“the resolution passed at the first general meeting (or 
first and second general meetings, as the case may be) 
shall determine whether the affairs of the debtor are to be 
liquidated by arrangement, and not in bankruptcy, or 
whether any and what composition shall be accepted in 
satisfaction of the debts due to the creditors from the 
debtor, or it may reject either of such modes of 
arrangement. . Only such resolutions as are 
reduced into writing, and are signed by or on behalf of 
the statutory majority of the creditors assembled at a 
meeting, shall be taken cognizance of by the court, but 
the signatures of such creditors may be subscribed suhse- 
quently to the meeting, but prior to the filing or registra- 
tion of the resolution.” The Chief Judge thought that 
this rule precluded him from having any regard to the re- 
jection of the debtor’s offer at the first meeting, and, that 
being so, there remained only the other resolutions, which 
were written and signed, and there was no ground upon 
which their registration could be refased. The Court of 
Appeal held that rule 275 applies only to resolutions in 
favour of a liquidation by arrangement, or the acceptance 
of a composition, and that the passing of such resolutions 
must be evidenced in the way which the rule prescribes. 
But as to the way in which the rejection of such a resolu- 
tion is to be proved the rule contains no provision what- 
ever. The chairman of the meeting ought indeed to make 
8 written minute of what takes place at it, but his omission 
to do so cannot prevent the court from ascertaining the facts 
by otherevidence. And it being shown by affidavit that the 
debtor’s proposition for a composition was duly put to the 
meeting and the votes of the creditors duly taken upon it, 
the consequence was that the functions of the meeting were 
then cog at an end, and the resolution to adjourn was a 
perfectly idle one which it was not within the power of the 
creditors to entertain. If this were not s», the friendly cred- 
ltors, who did not possess the requisite majority to carry 
the debtor’s proposals, would have in effect the power of 
summoning a fresh first meeting to enable the debtor to try 

chance a second time, and this might just as well be 
done a third or a fourth tire. This ‘(as we pointed 
out at the time) would be contrary to what has been already 
laid down in Ev parte Cobb (21 W. R. 777, L. R. 8 Ch. 
727), and Ex parte Gibbs (ante, p. 455, 23 W. R. 529). 








We should add that in Re Ratcliff: the registrar of the 
county court had made an affidavit of what took place on 
the hearing before him of the application to register the re- 
solution. The Court of Appeal, without imputing any 
blame to bim for so doing, said that they did not think it 
becoming that a judicial officer of the court should make 
himself a witness in the case. The court would recsive the 
statement of its own officer as to what to.k place without 
his making any affidavit on the subject. 


YesrerDAy Vice-Chancellor Malins had before him two 
or three petitions under Lord St. Leonards’ Act for 
advice, which his honour held involved difficult ques. 
tions of construction, and declined to give any opinion 
upon them. His honour, with some relactance, acceded 
to applications that the costs should come out of the estate, 
but expressed a determination, which he hoped would 
reach the profession, that if such petitions were presented 
in future he should leave the parties to pay their owa 
costs. 


ARTICLE 1722 of the Code Civil provides thata tenanton the 
partial Joss by accident of the thing let, may obtain, accord- 
ing to circumstances, either a reduction of rent or the can- 
celling of the contract of lease. In a case before the Court 
of Appeal at Aix, on the 27th ult., the question was raised 
whether the ravages of the phylloxers on the vine could be 
considered, in the case of a lease of lands which included a 
vineyard, as producing a partial destruction of the thing let, 
so as to entitle the tenant to a reduction of his rent. It 
appeared that in 1866 two brothers took a farm under a 
lease, the 13th clause of which expressly negatived the right 
of the lessees to compensation or indemnity for injury re- 
sulting from hail, snow, floods, lightning, and other 
casualties, foreseen or unforeseen. In 1870 the devastating 
phylloxera settled down on a vineyard which formed 
part of the farm, and the produce of wine fell from 
300 hectolitres to ten. The tenants commenced an action 
against the landlord for a reduction of their reat. The 
court at Marseilles, before which the case came in 
the first instance, held that, since it appeared from 
the scientific evidence adduced that the result of the ravages 
of the insect was the almost total destruction of the vines, 
the case fell within article 1722 of the Gode Civi’, and that 
the clause in the* lease referred only to losses of 
crops, and not to the destruction, total or partial, of th- thing 
let, ¢.e., the vines. Hence the court decreed a reduction in 
the rent paid since December, 1872; the balance overpaid 
to be refunded by the landlord to the tenants. The lind- 
lord appealed from this decision, and his advocate argued 
that the damage caused by the insect was iu the nature of 
injury to the current crop and not to the thing let ; that the 
clause in the lease covered this damage, and that atall eveats 
the soil of the vineyard was uniovjured by the phyloxera, 
since in point of fact the tenants had sown and reapeda 
crop of wheat on land from which the vines had been 
grubbed up. The Advocate-General (M. Serjent) urged as 
the result of an elaborate examinaticn of the -cientific evi- 
dence «s to the mode of op-ration adopted by the phylloxera 
in feeding on the vine, that this pest ought to be con- 
sidered, at all events in the present state of scientitic know- 
ledge as to remedies, as destructive to the vines, which were 
a part of the thing let, and that therefore the case came 
within article 1722; that since the phylloxera was not 
known until 1868 its ravages could not be intended to be 
provided against by the clanse in the lease made in 1366, 
and thet according to Dlloz (Zowage, 222) very clear 
words are necessary to deprive the tenant of his right to a 
reduction of rent under the above article of the Code. The 
court, after deliberation, affirmed the judgment of the court 
of first instance, but reduced the amount of the sums 
allowed to the tenants. 

The provision of the Code Civi? upon which this action 
was founded may be compared with the well-known 
doctrine of our law that a tenant, in the absence of express 
stipulation to the contrary, is liable to pay his full rent, 
thongh his house may have been carried away by a flood or 
may have been burned down. 








Lord Colin Campbell, the youngest son of the Duke of 
Argyll, has entered at the Middle Temple as « student. 
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MR. OSBORNE MORGAN, Q.C., ON THE LAND 
TRANSFER BILL. 


§'In the debate on Friday week Mr. Osborne Morgan 
criticized this measure as follows :— ; 

If he desired to justify the course he had taken, he might 
do so by a reference to the Attorney-General’s speech 
Jast year, when, in arguing in favour of the compulsion 
clause which the Bill then contained, he had emphatically 
declared that, ‘‘to deprive the Bill of its compulsory 
character, would be to take from it its chief advantage.” 
And yet. he now turned round upon them and asked them 
to accept the Bill shorn of what, according to his own 
showing, was its chief recommendation. Now, if this were 
a new experiment in legislation he should have been quite 
ready to have stood aloof and awaited the result. But they 
were travelling along a road strewn with the wrecks of 


former measures. The history of legislation on this subject | 


had been a history of conspicuous, he might say ignominious, 
failures. To the present generation of lawyers the establish- 
ment of a system of land registry bad been very much what 
the discovery of a North-west passage was to tle last gene- 


ration of seamen, a thing which everybody thought could | 


be done, but which nobody ever managed to accomplish. 
Of eight Bills which he recollected introduced with that ob- 
ject, one alone—Lord Westbury’s Act of 1862—had become 
law. It would be instructive to examine into the causes of 
the failure of that measure, in order, if possible, to avoid 
falling into them. He well recollected the flourish of 
trumpets with which that Act was introduced. He re- 
membered Lord Westbury’s boast that if that Act were passed 
every Jandowner would be able to carry his title deeds in 
his waistcoat pocket, and the picture which he drew of a 
country gentleman in his easy-chair after dinner regaling 
himself with the sight of his muniments of title printed upon 
a piece of paper about the size of a large visiting card. 
Well, that was the promise. What was the performance ? 
The Act had only been in operation six years, when its 
wpthor was called upon to preside over a royal commission 
to inquire into the causes of its failure. That commission 
raported that from October, 1862, to January, 1868, the total 
number of applications under the Act had only been 507, 
and the total number of titles registered 209; and since 
thas time there had been more application-, he believed, to 
take sitles off the register than to put them on it. The com- 
mission had reported that the unpopulgrity of the system 
established by the Act was due to two or three small 
blemishes in it which thz present Bill certainly avoided. 
But the report was the report of three commissioners only 
out of twelve—three having wholly, and six partially, dis- 
sentei from it. Uader these circumstances he thought they 
were at liberty to gather, upon the evidence and froin the 
conclusions of the various commissioners, the caus’s of 
tha’ fsilure. And he thought they were not far to seek. 
Tne Act authorized registration with two kiods of title 


—an **indefeasiblo” and a ‘‘defeasible” title—in other | or so well knowa that nobody ever thought of investigatin 


words, a good title and a bad tisle. Now, if a man 
had a good title he was generally content to let it alone ; 
if he had a bad title the very last thing in the world 
whicl: he would do would be to stereotyps and proclaim 
the fact by putting it on a public register. But this Bill 


really adopted Lord Westbury’s division, merely substi- | 


tating ‘‘absolute” and “ qualified” titles for “ indefea- 
sible’ and “ defeasible” ones, with one important addi- 
tional provision, that registration was not to affect adjoin- 
ing owners. But this alteration cut two ways, for if it 
made registration in the first instance more easy, it made 
it, in the long ran, less effectual. No doubt the Bill cou- 
tained a provision for the registration of ‘‘ pussessory ” 
titles, but he hoped to show that the advantages conferred 
by this mode of registration were so remote, in comparison 
with the cost. imposed, that. now that the Bill had been 
made permissive, it would be practically inoperative. 
Further, it was impossible not to see that the machinery 
provided by the old Act would have proved quite inade- 
qvate if the Act itself had proved a success. And yet 
they took over this machinery—stamped as it was with 
the reputation of failure—and, without increasing its 
force, placed upon it all the additional work which it was 
said this Act would bring with it. Was not this very 
much like taking a horse which bad proved himself barely 
up t the weight of hie hon. and learned friend, tho 
aumer for Taunton, and putting the Solicitor-General 


| upon it? A good system of land transfer ought to secure 
three objects—first, security to theholder; secondly, cheap- 
ness and facility of transfer; and, lastly, uniformity, 
And he thought that in none of these three particulars 
would the Bill be an improvement upon the existing 
system. As to security, it was a mistake to suppose that 
the title to land in Evgland was at present insecure, 
Last year he mentioned that, in the course of a profes. 
sional experience of more than twenty years, he had only 
come across three cases in which a purchaser or first 
mortgagee had been disturbed in his holding. One of 
these was a case of mistaken boundary, which this Bill 
would not touch ; the other two were cases of forgery or 
fraud. To these he might now add a fourth—a case in 
whick a solicitor in Gloucestershire, supposed to be a man 
of the highest integrity, had managed to forge the signa. 
ture of his client to several instruments. Now he be- 
lieved that, as a general rule, English solicitors were en- 
| tirely worthy of the almost unbounded confidence placed 
in them by their clients, but of course there were black 


' sheep among them, as in every other profession ; and if a 


solicitor, by going three times to church on Sundays, and 
by subscribing largely to local charities out of other 
people’s money, had acquired such an influence over 


: wealthy spinsters that they were willing to put their 


names to any piece of blank parchment which he 
placed before them, he did not know that Par- 
liament was bound to protect such people. Abnormal 
folly, like abnormal rascality, was a thing against which no 
legislation could provide. As a proof that the present 
system gave practical secnrity, he quoted the evidence of 
Mr. Rowcliffe (a most competent witness) before the royal 
commission, who said (page 68 of appendix to report): ‘I 
may say that duripg nearly twenty-five years of litigated 
business arising in all parts of England, I have never known 
a purchaser lose his property from any unknown defect of 
title.’’ Now aman could not be safer than safe, so that as 
far as security went the Bill was not wanted at all. More- 
over, it was a fallacy to suppose that even ‘‘an absolute 
title” meant a parliamentary title, and as to “ possessory 
titles ’’ it was only necessary to glance at the 8th clause to 
see that registration with such a title gave no present 
protection whatever. It gave the holder, no doubt, some- 
thing which forty years hence, when he was dead and 
buried, might ripen into protection, but this was obviously 
not the sort of thing which a person registering wanted for 
his money. Then, as to the second point—cheapness and 
facility of transfer—no doubt the present system left much 
to be desired. When a man bought property in England, 
he could rarely form a guess even as to the cost of com- 
pleting the purchase. Cases had been cited in which 
purchases amounting to £1,000 had been completed for a 
few pounds, while there were others on record where the cost 
had exceeded half the purchase-money. The reason was that 
th-re were titles so simple that he who runs may read them, 


them, while there were others so complicated that it require 

an Act of Parliament to disentangle them. Now, did the 
present Bill really remove these anomalies? Would it 
really effect a material saving wherever it was adopted? 
Upon this point the course taken by the author 
of the Bill last year was, in his opinion, at least conclusive. 
It would be remembered tht the Bill, as originally framed, 
made registration with a “ possessory” title compulsory in 
all cases after three years. It was pointed out to the Lurd 
Chancellor that the cost of such a registration would be 80 


| heavy that it woald amount to an absolute prohibition on 


small purchases. The Lord Chancellor admitted the force 
of that objection, and exempted purchases of £300 and under 
from the operation of the compulsion clause. Now was 
not that an admission that this was a rich man’s Bill, and 
not a poor man’s Bill? that registration under it was a 
luxury too costly for those in whose interest such a Bill 
ought chiefly to be framed-—the artisan who had s:raped 
together enough money to buy the cottage in which he 





lived, or the small farmer who wanted to add a field 
or two to his small freehold ? If they looked to the Bill itself 
they were left completely at sea, for it provided simply that 
the title should be investigated in the prescribed manner, 
which meant in the manner which the Lord Chancellor 
m got hereafter enact (section 110), So that it really 
scemed less like an Act to simplify the tile and transfer of 





Jaud than an Act to enable the Lord Chancellor to make 
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guch an Act. Certain things, however, could not be 
dispensed with. Thus, under the 17th clause, the person 
registering was compelled to challenge the world to come in 
and dispute his title. The 73rd and 74th clauses, too, with 
their provisions for arguing disputed questions before the 
registrar, with an appeal to the court, whatever that might 
be, and so on through the various stages of intermediate 
and final appeals, looked very much as if his hon. 
and learned friend, commiserating the state of destitution 
to which the legal profession would be reduced when the 
reforms now contemplated came into operation, had set him- 
self to work to provide occupation for frozen-out lawyers. 
Then there was the 41st clause, which provided that when 
a registered proprietor died, the parties should go before the 
registrar, who was to settle whose name was to be placed 
upon the register, just as if it was not a sufficient misfortune 
for a man to die without being compelled to leave behind 
him the legacy of an inchoate Chancery suit. He might refer 
to other clauses, but he thought he had made it clear that the 
Bill left the cost which a purchaser incurred at present 
untouched, while, by requiring the same process of investiga- 
tion to be gone through a second time before the registrar, 
it added a large mass of additional expense. Then as to the 
third desideratum—uniformity of system. There could be 
no doubt that English real property law was a jumble of 
half-a-dozen systems, some of which had come directly down 


from feudal times—the necessary consequence of our having ° 


gone on for ever building upon the old lines and with the 
old materials. One would have thought that the first object 
of such a Bill as this would have been to simplify and as- 
similate these discordant systems. But the Bill abolished 
nothing ; it merely added on three new systems of land 
tenure, while it left the existing systems untouched. If it 
were passed, a man might purchase a farm consisting of four 
fields; the first might be held under an “‘ absolute” title, the 
second under a ‘‘qualified” title, the third under a 
“possessory”’ title, and the fourth under an ‘‘unre- 
istered ’’ title. Let them see what a vast area the 
ill left untouched, and then ask whether it was worth 
while to pass it at all. It left untouched (1) copyholds, (2) 
customary freeholds, (3) lands held in settlement, which 
were computed to comprise three-fourths of the lands of Eng- 
land. But was it so sure, now that the Bill was made per- 
missive, that the Act would be adopted even where it was 
applicable ? He bad always maintained that a system of re- 
gistration to be effective must be compulsory. Indeed, the 
possibility of making such a measure compulsory was a fair 
test of its merits. For if its provisions were workable, if it 
conferred great benefits and imposed no comparative burdens, 
what was the hardship of compelling people to adopt it ? If, 
on the other hand, it did not fulfil those conditions, why 
pass it at all? Bet he went farther, and expressed his belief 
that the best system of registration would not be adopted if 
made permissive. How many titles did Lord O'Hagan say 
had been registered under the Record of Titles Act in Ire- 
land, which was a permissive Act? You had to overecme 
a certain vis inertia on the part of the public and their ad- 
visers. In fact, you could not coax pecple into adopting the 
best system of registration in the world, for it necessarily 
involved a present outlay for the benefit of those who came 
after us, and as a general rule people did not care about 
spending money on posterity. The only person in England 
who recognized the duty of spending money upon a future 
generation was the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and he had the advantage of being able to put his hand 
into other people’s pockets. But would any person volun- 
tarily pay money for the privilege of running his head into 
such a noose as was provided for him by the clauses of this 
Bill? The utmost that could be hoped was that the Bill 
would be a dead letter, and perhaps in the year 1885 we 
should have the Attorney-General, like Lord Westbury, and, 
let them hope, occupying the same exalted position, called 
upon to preside over a royal commission to inquire into the 
causes of the failure of his own Act. But it might be said, 
why not amend the Bill? He believed, h: wever, that the 
Bill proceeded ee a wrong principle. It begun at the 
wrong end. It called itself a Bil to simplify titles, and yet 
it hardly dealt with titles at all, And yet in this lay the 
whole problem; for if you ‘simplified your titles your con- 
veyanc ng would simplify itself. While he was upon this 
part of the ry he wished to say a few words upon a 
uestion which had often been agitated, the possibility of as- 
similating the transfer of land to the transfer of stock. He 
Would say at once that you could not altogether assimilate 





the two things, and that for two reasons. In the first place 
stock was a debt, and in the case of its transfer you had the 
Bank of England in the background, which was bound to 
make good to the rightful owner any loss which might occut 
through its negligence or default. But no one proposed that 
the Land Registry Office or the State should guarantee the 
rightful owner of land against the consequences of a 
wrongful transfer. But there was a further reason why the 
two things could not be assimilated. Stock was an abstract 
thing. Land was a concrete thing. One pound of stock was 
as good as another, but one acre of land was by no means a8 
good as another. Moreover, land was a concrete which was 
not always easy of identification, differing in this respect 
from a ship and most other personal chattels. If he wrote 
to his broker and directed him to purchase £1,000 worth of 
Consols he might feel as sure that he had got the thing he 
wanted as if he had the proceeds in his own pocket. But if 
he wrote to his solicitor or agent to purchase ‘‘ Dale Farm ” 
it might take weeks and even months before he could be 
absolutely certain that he had got the very thing he had 
contracted for. He referred to a case in which he 
had been professionally concerned, in which a man 
had taken a mineral lease of Jand in Cornwall 
which was described as ‘‘bounded on the east by 
John Vincent's house.” It turned out that there was 
a valuable lode of copper just under John Vincent’s house, 
the right to which depended upon whether the boundary 
line was drawn from the east or west side of the house—a 
1ight which it took two chancery suits and three actions 
of ejectment to determine. No doubt a good map wou'd 
do much to remove such questions, and, in his opinion, a 
good cadastral survey was the first condition of a system 
of land registry, as necessary to registration as a compass 
was toaship. But, admitting that there were causes in- 
herent in the subject-matter which made it impossible en- 
tirely to assimilate the transfer of land and stock, there 
was no doubt that mach of the difficulty of transferring 
the former, as distinguished from the latter, proceeded 
from the mode in which the law allowed it to be dealt 
with. Every pound of stock was required to be 
registered in the name of some one or more persons 
who were competent to dispose of it by law. But land 
might be tied up through successive generations, and splits 
up into a variety of partial interests, and it was in hunting 
out for the owner of these various interests that time and 
money were consumed. Settlements, entails, powers of joint- 
uring, powers of portioning—these were the real criminals 
whom you had ito arraign. Require that every acre of 
land should be registered in the name of some one or more 
persons, be they tenants for life and remaindermen of 
trustees, whoshonid have absolute power to make a title toit, 
and the transfer of land would become almost as easy as 
the transfer of stock. It might be said, Would you 
abolish settlements of real property then? By no means; 
but then settlements of realty should be like settlements 
of stock. The trust should be kept off the register, and 
the equitable owners should be left to protect themselves 
by the same means as the equitable owners of stock. That 
was the opinion of some of the most competent witnesses 
examined before the royal commission. He would give 
one instance, Mr. Ford, who, at page 65 of the appendix, 
said—“ In my opinion no real advantage will accrue to 
the public till land is treated like Government stock, and 
is capable of being transferred by trustees without regard 
to equitable interest or interests less than the absolute 
ownership.” That was the system in force in South 
Australia. True it wasthat in Australia land was an “ artici¢ 
de commerce,” whereas in England it was becoming an 
“article de luxe.” To Australia it was a marketable com- 
modity, in England it represented the pretium affectionis. 
In Australia the object of people was to make it as market- 
able as possible, whereas the objeot of most persons in 
England seemed to be to keep it out of the market as long 
as possible. But did not this show that the ditference lay 
not so much in the subject-matter itselfasin theassociation® 
and sentiments which had grown uparound it? No doubt 
those sentiments were at the present moment strong 
enough to defeat such a proposal as he had thrown oat, 
however useful and anobjectionable in itself. Bat what 
he wished to insist upon was this, that anything short of 
such a radical change would do little or nothing. As it 
was you were merely nibbling at a great question—apply- 
ing a hommopathic remedy to a disease of 500 years’ 
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standing. Did his hon. and learned friend really think 
that he could regenerate and remodel the law of real 
property by such a Bill as this? Why he might as 
well attempt to penetrate the hide of a rhinoceros with a 
pea-shooter! Ever since the Bill had appeared he had 
been trying to collect opinions upon its merits, and the 
highest praise he had heard bestowed upon it was that in 
its present permissive condition it would be innocuous ; if 
it was useless it would do no harm if it did no good. Now 
he maintained that every Act of Parliament which did no 
good necessarily did harm. In the first place it unsettled 
the law for nothing. In the next place (and the same 
thing might be said of all these sham Bills by whatever 
name they were called) it served as a stopgap in the way 
offarther legislation. The question got shelved, the public 
conscience was appeased for a time, and it was only some 
ten years afterwards, when a royal commission was issued 
to inquire into the causes of its failure, that the public 
woke up to the fact that they had had a sham measure 
palmed off upon them. And sow he would conclude by 
very respectfully tendering a piece of advice to the 
Government. If this thing was worth doing at all it was 
worth doing well. “ Ne tentes aut prejice.’ If in their 
opinion the time had come for applying a remedy, let them, 
apply that remedy with a bold and unflinching hand; if 
on the other hand, they believed that the subject was not 
ripe for a settlement, in heaven’s name let it be left 
alone. 





——3 





General Correspanveice. 


“Tre Great Lanp QUESTION.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In your last week’s issue there is a notice of my 
work on the Land Question, wherein occurs the following : 
—‘ But what are we to say to such a statement as this ?— 
* Land, when once on the register, is clear and free from 
every claim, save only such claims as are guarded by 
cautions’ (p. 165). Can Roe have ever read clauses 7 and 
18 (Land Transfer Bill), as to the liabilities, rights, and 
interests to which even the estate of the proprietor of 
freehold land with an absolute title is subject ?”? May I 
ask in return, Can my reviewer have ever read pp. 147 and 
149 of my book, where the first of these sections is trans- 
cribed at full length, and the second alluded to? May I 
also ask if he perased the sentence following the obnoxious 
passage, which shows I was speaking of equitable interests 
and constructive notice ? 

Trusting the rule of critical, as well as of legal, construc- 
tion may one day be Ez antecedentilus et consequentibus fit 
optima interpretatio, 1 am, your obedient servant, 

CuristorpHek CAVANAGH. 


[Mr. Christopher Cavanagh’s grievance is microscopical, 
We asked whether, when Roe says that land when once 
on the register is free from every claim, he could have 
read the clause of the Land Transfer Bill which provides 
that registered land shall be subject to certain specified 
liabilities, rights, and interests. Mr. Cavanagh thinks he 
proves that Roe has read clause 18 by pointing out that, 
while Roe says nothing about it, Dee gives the following 
summary of the clause :—“ Section 18. Liability of regis- 
tered land to easements and certain other rights ”—a sum- 
mary which is simply taken verbatim from the ‘‘ arrange- 
ment of clanses ” at the commencement of the Bill. All we 
can say is that whatever may have been the case with Roe, 
wesbould certainly be inclined from his summary to infer 
that Doe has never read the clause. As regards the remark 
that Mr. Christopher Cavanagh meant only to speak of 
equitable interests and constructive notice, it might be 
sufficient to aek why be did not say so in the sentence re- 
ferredto/ We think that no one reading the sentence fol- 
lowing that we quoted would suppose that the writer was 
qualifying his previous assertion, but rather that he was 
developing one branch of the subject, with especial refer- 
ence to its operation on “the trembling (?) widow and 
helpless orphan.” —Ep. S, J.] 








Sucicties. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The forty-third anniversary festival of this society was 
held on Wednesday evening last at Willis’s Rooms, under 
the presidency of the Hon. Justice Denman, and, from 
the ovation with which he was received, it was manifest 
he had lost none of his popularity with the members of the 
association. Amongst others supporting the chairman 
there were the following:—Sir John Glover, Serjeant 
Ballantine, C. G. Prideaux, Q.C., C. Milward, Q.C., 
F. Philbrick, Q.C., Serjeant Parry, J. P. Benjamin, Q.C., 
Morgan Howard, Q.C., C. Hopwood, Q.C, M.P., R. D. M, 
Littler, Q.C., J. B. Torr, Q.C., Rev. J. Wace, W. Ambrose, 
Q.C., H. Romer, Mr. Registrar Merivale, J. H. Dart, M. S. 
Grosvenor-Woods, Dr. Thomson, G, F. Speke, C. E. 
Hawkins, C. R. James, W. H. Townsend, J. L. Mathews, 
E. G. Saunders, W. P. Beale, G. Beattie, T. H. Devon- 
shire, H. L. Capron, H. Nicholson, Edward Bromley, 
M. Pope, and E. Pope. 

The report presented stated : ‘“ The receipts on account 
of the casual fund during the year have been £511 15s. 
2d., and the expenditure in gifts, loans, and some neces- 
sary disbursements, £456 3s. 6d. The difference has been 
added to the balance of cash in hand, which has thus been 
increased from £140 16s. 7d. on the 6.h of April, 1874, to 
£160 1s. 10d. on the 5th of April, 1875. Daring a period 
of forty-three years the committee have saved out of this 
fund from year to year small sums now amounting to 
£1,110 83. 11d., represented by £1,254 Reduced Anuuities, 
in the hope (with other help) of ultimately being able to 
grant some small pensions to the most necessitous and de- 
serving of the widows of members, but the superannuation 
claims have become so numerous, and the amount required 
to meet them is so large, that the committee reluctantly 
feel compelled to postpone for the present the granting of 
any such pensions. The establishment of an office, where 
the business of the society is now conducted, has proved 
very beneficial to the members, by affording increased 
facilities for the payment of subscriptions, the inspection 
of the situation-book, and the free use by the members of 
the society's library.” 

The customary loyal and patriotic toasts were duly 
honoured, SirJohn Glover responding on behalf of the allied 
forces. 

In proposing the toast of the evening, “ Prosperity to 
the Law Clerks’ Society,’ the CuatrMAN said, in per- 
forming the pleasing duty of proposing the toast, he 
thought he could not do better than briefly state the facts, 
and then deliver his judgment. The facts were that in 
the year 1832 there was no such institation as the Law 
Clerks’ Society, but about that time it was perceived that 
a very great want existed in the profession. The office of 
law clerk was a very varied one, and the duties discharged 
equally varied. The body of the law clerks was united, 
but composed of parts performing very different functions. 
First, he would refer to the judges’ clerks, who, he be- 
lieved, as a rule, were members of the society. He could 
say, without fear of contradiction, that they were a very 
hard-working and, he might add from his own knowledge, 
a very useful body of men. If they did not perform their 
duties faithfully, the judge could not comfortably dis- 
charge his; for it was needful that he sbozld have all his 
books and papers readily accessible when required. Ther 
there were the judges’ clerks who performed many im- 
portant duties at judges’ chambers, and if any serious 
mistake were made here great public mischief would re- 
sult. But it was known that, as a general rule at all 
events, these men discharged their functions go as to give 
satisfaction to the profession and the public. Next, re- 
ferring to the barristers’ clerks, he did not know any 
class of men in the kingdom who had more important 
duties to perform. After some twenty-seven years’ prac- 
tice at the bar he could speak of their integrity. Every 
shilling of his professional income went through the hands 
of his clerk, and upon the honesty of that clerk 
depended his professional and pecuniary prosperity. They 
had other equally important functions to discharge. For 
instance, they must see that their principal was not kept 
waiting for his briefs, and so on; and had often the diffi- 
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cult task cast/upon them of endeavouring to be in more 
than one place at the same moment in order that the 
principal might be relieved from blame. It was well 
known that, as a rule, barristers’ clerks served their 
principals faithfuily, and were courteous and kind to all 
with whom they were brought in contact. Of the solici- 
tor’s clerk, be would say that he often had secrets con- 
fided to him of the most important nature ; the secrets he 
had to keep; to do very, very arduous work ; and, as one 
who had for a year or two held the office of judge, he could 
gay that until he became such he hardly appreciated the 
importance of those functions performed by the clerks to 
attorneys and solicitors at judges’ chambers. Indeed, a 
judge had daily to acknowledge that they behaved in an 
honourable, a gentlemanly, and efficient manner, and this 
assisted the administration of justice to a very great ex- 
tent. He believed, without flattery, that what he had 
said constituted a fair description of the different classes 
of law clerks. It must be obvious that law clerks run 
great risks and encounter many chances in life in excess 
of most other classes. Their career might be cut short by 
the death of their employer, by sudden illness, or by other 
of those “ills which flesh was heir to” ; so that unless 
something were done to create a provident fund for their 
support in sickness, old age, or retirement, they would 
be placed in circumstances of a painful nature. 
These facts Laving arrested attention in 1832, the Law 
Clerks’ Society was formed. It had been in existence forty- 
three years, and during the whole of that period its suc- 
cess had been continuous, so that it had been enabled to 
accomplish an increased and increasing amount of good 
every year it had existed. At the very commencement of 
the society, in 1832, it was apparent that, in order to have 
fair scope aud become the efficient provident association it 
‘was intended to be, it mustreceive some extraneous help from 
the other members of the profession, who might fairly be 
called upon to render that aid. It was seen that, without 
an annual dinner, there would be no sufficient opportunity 
of bringing into prominence the good intentions and de- 
sires of the profession, and that an annual dinner was a 
necessity. Accordingly, there had ever since been an 
annual dinner. At first the chair was taken by some 


eminent solicitor, beginning with that most distinguished | 


member of that profession, Mr. Edward Foss, and that 
practice was followed until 1840, In 1841 the late Lord 
Chief Baron, then Attorney-General, presided, and from 


that time there had not been wanting men high in the | 


legal profession ready to occupy the position which he 
that evening unworthily filled. But, with such ante- 
cedents, it was a proud distinction to be asked to take the 
chair, a distinction which he gratefully acknowledged. 
He would call attention to the fact that during the past year 
the secretary had distributed about £2,400 to the various 
objects which at present formed the main features of the 
institution. Sums were given to members in sickness, in 
pensions, by way of assistance to families of members, 
and also a considerable amount was expended in furnishing 
gratuitous medical advice. Another fact worthy of 
prominence was that the invested capital of the society 
amounted to upwards of £52,000. Another fact to be 
noticed was that, the society being one of the earliest of 
its kind, others had been founded upon its model ; and he 
would express a hope that, contrary to what had happened 
in other cases, it would not be found that one good and 
benevolent society was in any way injuriously affected by 
the prosperity of others, The Barristers’ Society had 
lately been founded very much upon the model of the Law 
Clerks’, and he wished it every success, and, although it 
might flourish to the utmost, he trusted that the Law 
Clerks’ would not in any way suffer, for, indeed, he should 
be exceedingly sorry if such were the result, He only 
need direct attention to the attendance that evening as a 
proof of the great interest taken on such occasions of their 
assembling to promote the society’s welfare. He believed 
that, at the present time, with one (he presumed, acci- 
dental) exception, every member of the common law and 
chancery bench had, in some way or other, by subsorip- 
tion or donation, testified his approval of, and interest in, 
the society. In addition to that, during the last forty- 
three years, sixty-five members of the bench, including 
nine Chancellors and ex-Chancellors, had taken the chair 
at the anniversary fostivals or aided the institution by 








subscriptions or donations. Such facts might, he thought, 
be fairly appealed to as evidence that the society had not 
only been a great success but that it well deserved support. 
Having stated the facts, he would proceed to deliver his 
jucgment, which was that the society well merited sup- 
port, aod that every shilling any member of the legal 
profession was inclined to yive by way of donation or 
subscription was money as well spert as any ever laid out. 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE, in proposing “* The Patronsof the 
Society,” observed that there was no doubt the introduction 
of great names and men of distinguished position, especially 
men of great learning who had worked their way up to high 
places by force of intellectual power and industry, afforded 
valuable adjancts to any society. But sight must not be 
lost of those for whom they were patrons, and he wished to 
have it understood that, in his opinion—and he might add 
the opinion of those with whom he had conversed—the Law 
Clerks’ Society was something apart from any other institu- 
tion in the country. Their position with their employers 
was not only that of men ready to do their duty, but of 
firm and faithful friends, who were to be relied upou. It 
must be a gratification to the members of the society to 
know that the highest members of the profession had been 
anxious to meet the members of the society at their anniver- 
sary dinners, and they had that evening his friend, the Hon. 
George Denman, for president, of whom he could say nothing 
better than that, if his father were alive, he would be proud 
of him. Referring tothe Lord Chief Justice, he said he was 
delighted to find that every class of honourable men dis- 
carded the foul and filthy slanders which were promul- 

ated. 
” Mr. Torr, Q.C., responded, expressing a hope that the 
society would long continue to receive the countenance and 
support of such distinguished men as those to whom reference 
had been happily made. 

At this stage, Mr. Harry Rogers read a list of subserip- 
tions, including twenty-five guineas fram the chairman, 
aggregating upwards of £400. 

Mr. Serjeant Parry proposed the toast of “ The Chair- 
man” inafelicitous speech, remarking that his lordship 
had distinguished himself at college, not only in athletics 
but in classics. 

The CHairMAN, in responding, said in the early part of 
his life he had worked very hard, and done his duty to the 
best of his ability. He candidly admitted, as he had 
always done, that it was his ambition to attain to ajudge- 
ship, but, whilst the realization of that ambition had neces- 
sarily isolated him from his friends at the bar, he was glad 
to see so many present that evening supporting the society. 

Mr. Puizrick, Q.C., in proposing ‘‘ The Bench, the Bar, 
and the Legal Profession,” dwelt upon the integrity of the 
bench, and the purity with which justice was administered, 
adding that in this rested the nation’s best security for 
property, reputation, and life. He was firmly convinced, 
from experience, that eolicitors faithfully discharged their 
duties to their clients. 

Mr. Lirrier,.Q.C., responded. 

Mr. Registrar Mrrtvate proposed the toast of “The 
Trustees, F. T. Bircham, Esq., Arnold White, Esq., and 
Fredk. Oavry, Esq.,” remarking that they were the 
hardest workers of the society, and that in all the profes- 
sion no three names better qualified could be found. 

Mr. Pringavx, Q.C., returned thanks. 

Mr. Srexe proposed the toast of “ The Honorary Stew- 
ards,” observing that they were always willing to give their 
aid and presence to promote the welfare of the society. 

Mr. Horwoop, Q.C., M.P., returned thanks. 

Mr. Pripzavx then, in feeling language, called attention 
to the great loss which not only the legal profession, but 
the philanthropic world, had sustained by the death of his 
much-respected friend, Mr. T. Webster, Q.C., whose name 
was on the list as an honorary steward, 

Mr. Aunrosk, Q.C., proposed the toast of “ The Ladies,” 
to which Mr. Romer responded, and the meeting separated. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY, 

A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday, the 
subject for the evening's debate being—*‘ That persons 
obtaining goods without having the means, or the proba- 
bility of having the means, of paying for them, should be 
liable to be proceeded against criminally.’ The motion 
was lost by a majority of two. 
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Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Freperick CLarke, barrister, has been appointed 
to act as Assistant-Secretary to the Legislative Department 
of the Bengal Government. Mr. Clarke was educated at 
Exeter College, Oxford, where he graduated as B.A. in 
1870, having obtained the Taylorian University Scholarship 
both in 1864 and in 1866. He was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1871. 

Mr. Rosert GREENING, solicitor (of the firm of Ingledew, 
Ince, and Greening), of St. Bennet’s-chambers, Fenchurch- 
street, has been appointed an Examiner in the Court of 
Admiralty. 


Sir Rtcuarp Davis HAyson, Knight, Chief Justice of 
South Australia, has been sworn in to administer the 
government of the colony during the absence of Mr. 
Anthony Musgrave, C.M.G. The Chief Justice was born 
in 1805, and, having been articled to the late Mr. John Wilks, 
M.P. for Boston, was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and for 
a short time carried on business in Philpot-lane, Fenchurch- 
street. He was engaged for some time in Canada (under 
the Earl of Durham) as an Assistant-Commissioner of 
Inquiry into Crown Lands and Immigration. He after- 
wards proceeded to New Zealand, and after several years’ 
residence in that colony, he settled at Adelaide, and in 1851 
he became acting Advocate-General of South Australia. 
In 1853 he received a permanent appointment in that 
capacity, and in 1856 (on the introduction of responsible 
government) he became Attorney-General. He retained 
the office till 1859, and two years later he was appointed 
Chief Justice. In the following year he became judge of the 
Vice-Admiralty Cour‘, and in 1869 he was knighted. 


Mr. Joun Gurney Hawkins, solicitor, of Hitchin, has 
been appointed Clerk to the County Magistrates at that place, 
in the room of his late uncle, Mr. William Hawkins, Mr 
Hawkins is a son of Mr. John Hawkins, of Hitchin, and a 
brother of Mr. Henry Hawkins, Q.C. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1844, and practised for some years at Biggleswade, 
but returned to Hitchin in 1859, and joined the firm of 
Hawkins & Co., from which time he has acted as deputy- 
clerk to the magistrates. 


Mr. Martuew Mitman Hick, solicitor (of the firm of 
Jansons, Banks, & Hick), of Wakefield, has been elected 
Clerk to the Normanton and to the Altofts Local Boards of 
Health. 

Mr. Samver James Way, Q.C., has been appointed 
Attorney-General of South Australia, in the newly formed 
Ministry. Mr. Way has practised for several years in 
Adelaide, and was created a Queen’s Counsel for the colony 
a few years ago. 4 


New CoMMISSIONER YOR TAKING AFFIDAVITS. 
Mr. Henry Cousins, Cardiff (Exchequer). 








Courts. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
LrEEDs. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkinson, Judge.) 
May 28.—Pickard vy. Mabane. 
Witness—Subpoona— Loss of time. 

A witness subpoenaed by the plaintiff or defendant to depose 
to a fact in a cause cannot recover for his attendance in court 
for loss of time. 

The plaintiff in this case sued the defendant for the sum 

of £1, which, in his particulars, he claimed for attending as 

a witness upon the defendant’s subpoena at a trial in the 

Dewsbury County Court, in which the now defendant was 


Pullan, for the plaintiff. 

Malcolm, for the defendant. 

His Hoover (who on the hearing had reserved judgment) 
said:—I nonsuited the plaintiff at the hearing, on the 
ag that no action for loss of time can be supported in 

w by a witness who is called to depose to facts in a 





court of justice. The plaintiff now seeks to set aside the 
nonsuit, and enter a verdict for the amount or for a new trial, 
on the ground that the case of Hale v. Bates, EK. B. & E. 575, 
is an authority to show that the action is maintainable, 

As the case is of considerable importance to a great number 
of persons who are called to give evidence in these courts, 
have taken the opportunity of consulting the authorities 

and decisions on this subject. In an early case, Dixon v. 

Adams, Croke’s Reports, in the time of Elizabeth, p, 538, 
where the claim was the same as the present, the court held 
**that as the plaintiff had not done any act whereto the law 
would not have compelled him, he could not recover.” This 
decision was fully upheld in Collins v. Godefroy, 1 B. & Ad. 
950. There the plaintiff, an attorney, sued the defendant 
for attending six days on his subpoena. He was not, how- 
ever, called, and he sued the defendant for six guineas for 
loss of time. It wascontended for the plaintiff that, being a 
professional man, and having been required by the defend- 
ant to attend a trial in which the defendant had an interest, 
the Jaw would raise an implied promise on his part to make 
compensation to the plaintiff for his loss of time; that it 
differed from the case of an indictment for felony or mis- 
demeanour, in the prosecution of which the public had 
an interest, and it was the duty of every person to give 
evidence in such cases, but a party who attends a court 
of justice to give evidence in a civil cause does it, not in 
the discharge of a public duty, but in order to confer a 
benefit upon an individual. Lord Tenterden, in giving judg- 
ment, however, said, “that if it be a duty imposed by law 

upon a party duly subpenaed to attend from time to time to 
give his evidence, then a promise to give him any remunera~ 
tion for loss of time incurred in such attendance is a promise 
without consideration, and on consideration of the 5 Eliz. 
c. 9, s, 12, and of the cases which have been decided upon 
this subject, we are all of opinion that a party cannot main- 
tain an action for compensation for loss of time in attending 
a trial as witness.” This case was approved of and acted 
upon in equity by Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, in Nokes v. 
Gibbons, 5 W. R. 216. There no doubt exists a distinction 
as to the right to demand compensation between a witness 
who is called upon to depose to a matter of opinion depend- 
ing on his skill in a particular trade and a witness to facts, 
and this was clearly pointed out by Mr. Justice Maule in 
Webb v. Page, 1 Carr. & Kir. 28, in which he says, “ Thera 
is a distinction between the case of a man who sees a fact 
and is called to prove it in a court of justice, and that of 
a man who is selected by a party to give his opinion on a 
matter with which he is peculiarly conversant from the 
nature of his employment in life ; the former is bound as a 
matter of public duty to speak te a fact which happens to 
have fallen within his knowledge. Without such testimony 
the course of justice would be stopped. The latter is under 
no such obligation; there is no such necessity for his 
evidence, and the party who selects him must pay him.” 
The case of Hale vy. Bates, cited by Mr. Pullan in favour of 
the plaintiff, goes no farther than to show that an attorney 
called as a witness is not within this rule, but an exception 
grafted upon a principle is merely an exception, and does. 
not alter the law. I am bound, therefore, by the cases 
cited, and until they are expressly overruled, am compelled 
to hold that a witness in a civil suit called to depose to 
facts cannot recover from the party who subponas him a 
compensation for his loss of time in attending the court for 
that purpose, but if called as an expert to give a scientific 
opinion or with reference to matters which require the 
evidence of professional skill merely, he may then recover. 
In the present case the plaintiff was a witness to facts 
merely, and on this ground I find that he cannot recover.. 
The nonsuit must remain, with costs. 








At a recent meeting of the Birmingham Town Council. 
Dr. J. Birt Davies resigned the office of coroner for Bir. 
mingham, which he has held for thirty-six years. A suc- 
cessor to Dr. Davies will be appointed next month. Pay- 
ment is by fees, and the office is worth about £1,500 a 
year. 

On Monday in the court of Vice-Chancellor Malios,, 
several cases were called on in which neither counsel nor 
solicitors appeared, and the Vice-Chancellor ordered the 
cases to be placed at the foot of the list of causes, stating 
that in future he should, under similar circumstances, 
adhere to that rule. 
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Payliaurent and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 3.—Anrrisans’ DwELLInGs. 
This Bill passed through committee with some verbal 
alterations, 
Cuimney SwEEPERs, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Bisuors’ Resignation Act (1869) Perrgrvarion. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Lanpep Estates Act (IRELAND) AMENDMENT. 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Fausirication or Accounts. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Munuirary Manevvres. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
June 4,—PartiaAMENT OF CANADA. 

This Bill, the object of which is to empower the Parlia- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to administer oaths in 
certain cases, was read a second time. 

Justices (DuBLIN). 

The Duke of Ricamonp moved the second reading of this 
Bill, the object of which was to remove certain disabilities 
under which the police magistrates of Dublin laboured. 
They were barristers, but were ineligible for offices to 
which practising barristers might be appointed. The Bill 
would also give to the Lord Lieutenant power to reduce 
the number of magistrates from five to four, and to appor- 
tion the salary of the fifth magistrate among the remain- 
ing four in case the reduction was made.—The Bill was 
read a second time. 


June 7.—Saie or Foop anp Drugs. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Customs AND INLAND REVENUE. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Pier anp Harzovr Orpvers ConrirMation, 

This Bill was read a second time. 

«  Post-oFrFice. 
This Bill was read a second time. 

Cuvurcu Patronace. 
This Bill wes read a third time and passed. 

PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Justices (Dusity). 
This Bill passed through committee. 

Fatsirication or Accounts. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


June 8.—Inns or Court. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Orrences AGAINST THE PERSON. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Customs AND INLAND REVENUE, 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Post-orrice. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
PARLIAMENT OF CANADA. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Justices (Dustty). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Curmney SwEEPERs. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


June 3.—Pvunnic Hearn. 

This Bill, as amended in committee, was considered. 

On clanse 89, Mr. ScruatEr Booru said he would not 
press an amendment of which he had given notice, the effect 
of which would be to give power to the authorities to deal 

th cases in which premises were in such a state as to be 
“either” anuisance or injurious to health—Mr. Gorst 
moved so to amend the clause as that the courts should be 
Compelled (instead of the matter being optional, as pro- 
Posed by the clause) to hold that no nuisance was created 





by the smoke arising from fireplaces or furnaces so con 
structed as to consume their smoke as far as practicable.— 
Mr. Sctater Bootn having assented to the amendment, 
the word ‘‘ may ” was struck out and the word “shall” 
inserted. 

Mr. GourtEy moved an amendment in clause 285, 
to the effect that not only boroughs having separate 
courts of quarter sessions, but also “‘ other urban districts 
containing a population of 25,000 or upwards,” should not 
be included in any union of districts for the purpose of 
appointing a medical officer of health, without the consent 
of the local authority.—The amendment, with the assent 
of Mr. Scrater Booru, was agreed to. 

The remaining amendments were then disposed of. 

Frrienviy Societies Brit. 

The House then went into committee on this Bill. 

Clauses 12 and 13 were agreed to. 

On clause 14, after severa! amendments had been nega- 
tived, Mr. WHITWELL moved an amendment to the effect 
that the names and addresses of the persons proposed ag 
auditors should be sent up to the registrar and also put 
up in the lodge-room or board-room of the society three 
months before the period of audit.—The CHANCELLOR of 
the ExcHEQuER assented to the amendment, and it was 
agreed to.—Mr. CHapwick said experience had proved 
that every audit ought to bea continuous one. Therefore 
he suggested that the auditor should be appointed at the 
beginning of the year, and be authorized to audit the ac- 
counts half-yearly, quarterly, or in anyother mode he 
might think proper.—The amendment was agreed to.— 
Mr. Brown moved au amendment providing that in 
those cases when societies sent to the registrar, with the 
snnual returns of income and expenditure, returns of sick 
ress and mortality experienced by the society during the 
year, quinquennial returns as provided by this section 
should not be compulsory.—The amendment was agreed to 
—Clause 14 was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

On clause 15, Mr. Sat moved the omission in line 11 of 
the words from “ being” to‘‘member” in line 13. The 
clause enabled certain persons nominated to receive certain 
benefits at the death of a member; and the words he pro- 
posed to leave out limited the description of such persons. 
He thought a member of the society should be able to 
nominate any person to receive those benefits.—The 
CHANCELLOR of the EXCHEQUER would accept the amende 
ment, bat, as there might be danger in allowing the nom- 
ination of officers of the society in certain cases, he would 
add the words, “ not being an officer or servant of the 
society.”—The amendment, with this addition, was then 
agreed to.—Mr. Lopes proposed, in page 14, line 13, after 
the word “death,” to insert ‘‘or bankruptcy,” with the 
view, in the latter event, of protecting money held by the 
officers to meet current expenses.—The CHANCELLOR of the 
EXCHEQUER accepted the amendment, and, upon*the sug- 
gestion of Mr. Lopes, agreed to consider before the report 
how the object might be more perfectly secured. 

On clause 22, Mr. O'SHAUGHNEsSY moved an amendment 
that a dispute cognizable by a court of summary jurisdic- 
tion might be referred, with the consent of the parties, to 
the county court.—The amendment was adopted, and the 
clause, as amended, was also agreed to. 

On clause 23, Mr. W. Hotms moved an amendment to 
the effect that one-fifth, instead of three-eights, of the 
members of societies of a certain magnitude might call for 
inquiry.— The CraNcELLorR of the ExcuEequer accepted the 
amendment, and it was agreed to.—Clause 23 was agreed 
to. 


Mr. Dixon (in the absence of Mr. Stansfeld) moved, 
clause 25, page 28, line 40, after “appropriated,” to in- 
sert :—‘‘ That the chief registrar may suspend his award 
for such period ag he may deem necessary to enable the 
society to make such alterations and adjustment of contri- 
butions and benefits as will in his judgment provide saf- 
ficient and equitable remedy in the premises, and prevent 
the necessity of such award of dissolution being made.”— 
The CHaNcKLLOR of the EXCHEQUER accepted the amend- 
ment, which was agreed to, and the clause, as amended, 
was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clauses 26 and 27 were passed. 

On clause 28, progress was reported. 

Puntrc ENTsertarnMents, 

This Bill was read a third time. 





spe PRED SRA aa SR aE Na IES = ECL a ly EME ES 








620 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. : 





June 12, 1875, 








—. 





Sr. Pavu'’s Catueprat (Minor Canonnigs), 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Brus reap a Frist Time. 

The O’Conor Don introduced a Bill to amend the Acts 
relating to the College of Maynooth. 

Mr. Cote brought in a Bill toamend the 11 & 12 Vict. ¢. 
78, to provide a further appeal in criminal cases, and for 
the further amendment of the administration of the crim- 
inal law. 

June 4.—Frrenpty Socrettes. 

The House went into committee on this Bill and resumed 
the consideration of it at clause 28, on the question raised 
by Mr. CaLLENDER on the previous evening with respect to 
increasing the sum from £3 to £5 for which insurance might 
be effected in the case of children.—The CuancE.tor of the 
ExcuEQvueEr said he was prepared to allow £6. Referring to 
the sub-section of clause 28, he said the words “all persons 
and bodies corporate and unincorporate ” were introduced to 
meet the case of certain insurance companies which were 
not registered as friendly societies, and yet were doing in- 
dustrial business. He proposed to introduce in some part 
of the Bill a full definition of industrial companies, and to 
strike out of this sub-section the words ‘‘all persons and 
bodies corporate and unincorporate,” and insert the words 
*“ industrial companies”’ The clause, as amended, was 
agreed to, as was also clause 31. 

The remaining clauses and schedules of the Bill were 


-agreed to. 


Lanp Tirtes anp TRANSFER. 

On the order of the day for going into committee on this 
Bill, the ArrorNey-GENERAL said that he did not suggest 
that the present Lill would effect any very great saving of 
expense in first establishing the absolute title of a person to 
property. The real advantage of having a register of titles 
was that, when a property had once ben placed on the 
register, it could be subsequently dealt with at a trifling 
cost and trouble. The Bill differed in some respects from 
the one of Jast year. It was less ambitious in its character. 
Those who had read the reports of the various commissions 
and committees which had examined that subject would be 
aware that one of the chief reasons to be assigned for the 
failure of Lord Westvury’s Act was that it was too ambitious 
in its scope, endeavouring to deal with every imaginable 
class of titles. The present Bill was very much more simple. 
He gave an outline of the provis:ons of the Bill, and then 
remarked that in the Bill of last year provision was made 
for the compulsory registration of titles within certain limits 
of value, and he personally had not ceased to hold the 
Opinion that that was an important element of the whole 
question; but the objections raised to the proposal were so 
strong that it had been thought best on the present occasion 
not to risk the passage of the whole measure by introduzing 
& provision in regard to which so much difference of opinion 
existed. Tie Bill was an honest attempt to deal with an 
important question, and if passed into law it would intro- 
duce a beneficial change into the mode of dealing with land, 
and the titles under which it was held.—Mr. Osnorne Mor- 
GAN moved that “ This House, while fully alive to the expe- 
diency of making the title to land more uniform, and ite 
transfer more simple, cheap, and expeditious, is of opinion 
that this Bill will not effectually carry out those objects.” — 
Mr. Gotpney thought that this was a good Bill, and felt 
no doubt that this was a step in the right direction. It 
was, in his opinion, a great improvement over the Bill of 
last year, because it removed the prejadice entertained by 
the profession and a portion of the public in regard to its 
compulsory operation. It also removed another difficulty, 
namely, that the compulsory operation of such a measure 
would give rise to such a mass of transactions that it 
would require an army of officials to carry it out within 
the period prescribed by the previous Act. The hon, and 
learned member had complained of the failure of Lord 
Westbury’s Act; but that Act was confined to the regis- 
tration of title, while the present Bill provided for two 
-objects—the simplification of title, and the transfer of 
Jand from one person to another.—The debate at this point 
‘was adjourned. 


Locat Avutuonitizs’ Loans. 
This Bill was committed pro forma. 


Merrorouiran Porice (Surcron, Currg, &c.) SurEer- 
ANNUATION. 
This Bill was read a third time, 





INCREASE Or THE EpiscopatTe. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


June 7.—Savineas Banks. 

The consideration of this Bill in committee was re- 
sumed. 

Clause 1, having been farther ameuded by inserting, 
page 4, line 7, after ‘‘annual,” the words ‘‘ and principal,” 
was agreed to. 

Clauses 2 to 4 were agreed to. 

On clause 5, on the motion of the CHANCELLOR of the 
ExcHEQUER, the words ‘‘ local securities—that is to say” 
were omitted, as was also the part of the sub-section 
following the words ‘‘ the consolidated stock of the Metro- 
politan Board of Works.’’—Clause 5, as amended, and 
the remaining clauses, together with the schedules, were 
added to the Bill, 

County Covrts. 

The Soniciror-GENeraL, in moving the second reading 
of this Bill, explained that its main object was to extend the 
powers at present possessed by plaintiffs in actions tried in 
the county courts to obtain judgments by default in unde- 
fended actions. «It was said there was a very great difference 
of opinion as to whether judgments by default should be ob- 
tained in cases below £5. It was considered that this doubt 
should be given effect to. The principal provision of the 
Bill was that in all cases where the debt was above £5, and 
where the debt was’ due for goods supplied in the way of 
trade, the plaintiff should obtain judgment by default in the 
same way as in an action in the superior courts. At the 
same time, every security was thrown around the defendant, 
It was provided that in all cases there should be personal 
service on the defendant, and that before the summons was 
issued on which judgment by default should he obtained the 
plaintiff should make an affidavit in proof of his debt. The 
provisions of the Bill were in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Judicature Commissioners.—Atter a 
short conversation, the Bill was read a second time. 

Lunatic AsyLum (IRELAND). 

This Bill was read a second time. 

Puntic Hearu. 

This Bill was read a third time. 

Bitts reap A First Tre. 

The Soticrror-GeNERAL for IRELAND brought in a Bill 
for promoting the revision of the statute law. 

Mr. Murruy trought in a Bill to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion in admiralty cases of the recorders’ courts of Cork 
and Belfast, and to provide for the payment of the officers 
of the said courts. 

June 8.—Nationat Depr (Stvxine Fup). 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Sr. Pavr’s Caruepran (Minor Canonnrtzs). 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Merrovoitis Locan Management Acts AMENDMENT. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

June 9.—Etementary Epvcarion (Compvisory 
ATTENDANCE). 

Mr. Dixon moved the second reading of this Bill, which 
he said would secure the establishment of school boards 
in all those districts where there was already an insnffi- 
ciency. According to the best information he could get, 
his Bill would not, if carried into operation at once, in- 
volve an experditure of more than 1d, in the pound on the 
average, and in return for that we should have compulsory 
attendance enforced throughout the whole rural districts. 
—Mr. Hamonp moved the rejection of the Bill.—Lord 
SanpoNn opposed the Bill. The hon. member, he said, 
would force to have school boards 12,800 places which 
hitherto had shown no desire to have them. He would 
also force 843 school boards which had not passed compul- 
sory bye-laws to have these bye-laws. He asked the 
House to consider what would be the probable effect of 
such legislation. He believed it would discourage, instead 
of stimulating, public feeling in favour of a better and 
more general education.— Mr. Forster would vote for the 
Bill this session{as he did last session, because he believed 
it was now absolutely necessary to try to secure that the 
attendance of children at school throughout the kingdom 
should be not partial, but general, Varliament could not 
stop with the principle of permissive compulsion. The 
experiment of compulsion had entirely succeeded. The 
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gchool inspectors concurred in reporting in favour of a 
_ gerera] measure of compulsion ; and as to the 415 school 
boards established since May, 1874, they had hardly had 
time to send up compulsory bye-laws. There were cer- 
tain towns in which compulsion did not exist ; but, taking 
population into account, his hon. friend (Mr. Dixon) was 
justified in saying that public opinion favoured the 
establishment of school boards, for seven-eighths of the 
population had placed themselves under school boards, and 
ninety-eight per cent. of the town population had adopted 
compulsory bye-laws.—On a division the Bill was rejectéd 
by 255 to 164. 
Cuetsea Hosrrrat (Lanps). 
This Bill was read a second time. 





—_— 


Aeqal Ltenrs. 


The new school law of Texas fixes the compensation of 
teachers in the public schools at ten cents per day for 
each pupil in actual attendance. 

It is stated that Mr. Leonard Henry Courtney, barrister- 
at-law, is about to resign the Professorship of Political 
Economy at University College, London. 

The Zimes’ Prussian correspondent telegraphs that Mr. 
Thomas Solly, of the Middle Temple, many years Professor 
of English at the Berlin University, is dead. 

The Court of Common Pleas will sit in two divisions 
again on Monday and Tnesday next, one division to take 
new trials, and the other to proceed with the special 
paper. 

The council of Owens College, Manchester, are about to 
appoint a new Professor of Jurisprudence and Law. There 
will be @ ealary of £250 per annum, with a share in 
students’ fees. Testimonials are to be sent to the registrar 
not later than this day. 

The Legal Chronicle states that Jadson T. Mills, of South 
Carolina, was judge of a district court in Northern Texas, 
fond of a joke, but very decided in the discharge of his duty. 
Thomas Fannin Smith, a practising lawyer, having shame- 
fully misstated the law in his address to the jury, tarned 
to the court and asked the judge to charge the jury 
accordingly. The judge was indignant, and repiied : “ Does 
the counsel take the court to be a fool?” Smith 
instantly responded : “I trust your honour will not insist 
on an answer to that question, as I might, in answering it 

truly, be considered guilty of contempt of court.” ‘‘ Fine 
the counsel ten dols., Mr. Clerk,” said the judge. Smith 
immediately paid the money, and remarked, ‘“ It was ten 
dols. more than the court could show.” ‘‘ Fine the counsel 
fifty dols.,” said the judge. The fine was entered by the 
‘clerk, and Smith not being able to respond in that sum, 
sat down. The next morning, on the opening of the court, 
Smith rose, and with much deference of manner, began : 
**May it please your honour, the clerk took that little joke 
of yours yesterday about the fifty dols. as serious, as I 
‘perceive from reading the minutes. Will your honour be 
_ to inform him of his error, and have it erased ?” 

he coolness of the request, and the implied apology, 
pleased the judge, and he remitted the fine. 











Haw StuYents’ Sourwal. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 
The following gentlemen were on Monday called to the 


Inner Temrite.—John Pitt Kennedy, B.A., Dublin; 
Frederick William Verney, B.A., Oxford ; Philip Perceval 
Hutchins ; George Edward Baker, M.A., Oxford ; Oliver 
Smitb, M.A., Oxford; Arthur Mills Tarleton, B.A., 
Cambridge ; William Ramsay L’Amy, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Robert Seton Graeme, B.A., Oxford; Zachariah Twamley, 
‘B.A., Cambridge; Richard Ffolliot Crofton, Oxford; 
Charles Jack, B.A., 8.C.L., Oxford ; Thomas Beven, B.A., 
Oxford; Arthur Charles Cherry, B.A., Cambridge ; Charles 
Melvourne Fletcher, B.A., Cambridge ; William John Birch- 
Reynardson, B.A., Oxford; Arathoon <Arathoon, B.A., 
Cambridge; George Herbert Rant, B.A., Cambridge ; 





Henry Arthur Kekewich Hull-Dare ; Richard Moon Perkes, 
B.A., Cambridge; Camercn Churchill, B.A., 8.C.L., 
Oxford ; John Haviland Dashwood Goldie, B.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Joseph William Puller, M.A., Cambridge ; Avetick 
Arratoon Shircore; George Russell Butler; John Robert 
Dunlop Hill, LL.B., Cambridge; John Paterson, B.A., 
Cambridge ; John Channon Lee Bassett; Walter Byron 
Prosser ; Charles Janvrin Robin, M.A., Oxford; Philip 
Baylis, B.A, Cambridge; Johii Conrad Gie Kunbardt, 
B.A., Cambridge ; Seymour Frederick Harris, M.A., B.C.L., 
Oxford; William Izard, B.A., Cambridge ; Reginald Gray ; 
John Haller Hutchinson ; Jacques Henry Charles Durap 
de Balaine ; Henry Alan Scott; Reginald Raoul Lempriere ; 
Richard Henry Tidswell, B.A., Oxford ; Arthur Radford, 
LL.B., Cambridge ; and William Lawson, B.A., Cambridge, 
Esqs. 

, TemPLe.—James Fegan Rochford (of the Irish 
bar), B.A., London University ; John Ashten Cross, M.A. 
University of Glasgow, B.A. Oxfird; Henry Kisch, 


} University of London; Robert William Burnie; James 


Henry Deakin; Manmath Chanda Mallik; William 
Westropp Flemyng (of the Irish bar), M.A., Trinity 
College, Dublin ; John Earle Raven, B.A., Cains College, 
Cambridge ; William Hutchinson Spiller; John Brumell; 
Ebenezer Nash ; Richard Meares Sly, LL.B., University of 
London ; John Henry Martin Weitbrecht, B.A., S.C.L., 
Oxford ; Frederick James Cornish-Bowden ; Edmund 
Desanges Purcell, University of London ; Brajendra Nath 
Dé, St. Mary Hall, Oxford ; Athelstane Braxton Hicks ; 
Daniel Stardy, University of Paris; Walter Henry Wilkin ; 
Cecil Hugh Wriothesley Beresford, B.A., Trinity Hall, 
Cambridge ; Edwin Jones ; and Ernest Badinias Florence, 
Esqs. 

_ Henrv Crowe, of her Majesty’s 
Bombay Civil Service; George Waugh, of Queen's College, 
Belfast ; David Frederick Schloss, of Corpus Christi College, 
Oxford; Edward Robert Masters, 3. A., Cambridge; Edward 
Bray, B.A., Cambridge; Jonas Ashton, B.A, Cambridge, 
and M.A. London; William Moxon Browne, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Harry Cleveland Vanghan, University of London ; 
Thomas Charles Hindmarsh, B.A., Oxford; Willian James 
Smith, B.A., Cambridge; Frederick William Slingsby, B.A., 
Cambridge; Walter Wilson Leroux Cosser, B.A., Oxford; 
Henry Frederick Plunkett, University of Madras; Charles 
Dalton Clifford Lloyd; Pokala Venkatakrishnama Naidu, 
University of Madras; Edward Fraser Gladstone-Lingham ; 
Arthur Jepson; Thomas Massey, University of London; 
Samuel Henry Woodhouse, B.A., Oxford ; Charles Newman 
Watts; William Harry Barber Lindsell, B.A., Oxford; 
Arthur Thomas Waring; Emilius St. Clair O’Malley, B.A., 
Cambridge; Thomas Rolls Warrington, B.A., Cambridge ; 
and William Mulholland, B.A., Queen's University in Ire- 
land (Irish bar, Easter Term, 1865), Esqs. 

Gray’s-1nn.—John Foster Reed, Esq. 


UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD. 
Honour Scuoo. oF JURISPRUDENCE. 
CLASS LIST. 
i 2 IIl. 
Cripps, C. A., New 3artrum, B. T., Brasenoss 
Freeth, H., Oriel Brown, C. F., Lincoln 
Leahy, J. W., University Hood, 8. F., Magdalen 
Whinney, F., Worcester Jackson, R. P., Exeter 
Lawford, L. E., New 
Il. Lees, J. A., University 
Barrett, J., St. John’s Lewis, J. E., Merton 
Clutterbuck, E. H., Univer- Niblett, A. E, Exeter 
sity Thornton, S. L., Lincola 
Crosse, E. T., Exeter 2 
Morrell, C. F,, Lincoln Campbell, F. G. B., Exeter 
Ogle, A. J. S., St. John’s Highton, A. C,, Queen's 
Shirley, W.S., Balliol. Pinhey. R. W. S., University. 
Examiners—T, E. Holland, K. E. Digby, and A. VY. 
Dicey. 


GRAY'S-INN. 


The society's scholarships for the present year were on 
Wednesday awarded as follows:—The Bavon Scholarship, 
£45 per annum, tenable for two years, to E. C. Thomas, 
B.A., of Oxford ; and the Holt Scholarship, £40 per annum 
tenable for two years, to W. EF. Ball, LL.B., London 
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student of the society. The subject for the Lee Prize, an 
exhibition of £25, founded by John Lee, Q.C.,1 L.D., latea 
bencher of the inn, for next year is ‘‘ The Judicature Act, 
1873, stating its object and provisions generally, and its pro- 
bable ¢ffect on the administration of the law in England. 


Court Papers. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Court oF MASTER OF THB 
APPEAL. Rots. 
Monday, June 14 Mr. Merivale 
uesday ....15 Latham 
Wednesday ..16 Milne 
Thursday ....17 Latham 
Friday ......18 Merivale 
Saturday ....19 Milne 


V.C. Matrys. V.C. Bacon. Vv. C. Haun. 


Monday, Junel4 Mr. Holdship Mr.Clowes Mr. Ward 
Tuesday ....15 Teesdale Leach 

Wednesday ..16 Holdship Clowes 

Thursday ....17 Teesdale Leach Pemberton 
Friday ......18 Holdship Clowes Ward 
Saturday ....19 Teesdale Leach Pemberton 


CBRTIFICATES OF SALE AND TRANSFER. 
Monday,Jnel4 Mr. Teesdale Thursday, Jne17 Mr. Merivale 
Tuesday ..15 Holdship Friday...... 18 Milne 
Wednesday 16 Farrer Saturday.... 19 Latham 


Dates 


OrvER oF CouRT. 


Friday, the 11th day of June, 1875. 
Whereas, from the present state of the business before the 
Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins and Sir James Bacon 
respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
standing for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Malins should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
James Bacon. Now I do hereby order that the several 
causes mentioned in the schedule hereunto subjoined, be 
accordingly transferred from the Book of Causes standing 
for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins to 
the Book of Causes for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon. And this order is to be drawn up by the 
registrar, and set up in the several offices of this court. 
Cairns, C. 
The Schedule. 
Jones v Chorley. Motion for decree. 1874 J 19 
Hodges v Cox. Motion for decree. 1874 H 14 
Oxenford v Preston. Motion for decree. 1874 O 10 
McDermott v McDermott. Motion for decree. 1875 M 81 
Shepherd v Walker. Motion for decree. 1873 S 82 
Stafford v Coram. Motion for decree. 1873 S 250 
Sladen v Harris. Motion for decree. 1874 S 135 
Ronald v Metcalfe. Cause with witnesses. 1873 R 41 
King v Corke. Cause. 1873 K 24 
Spencer v Bellman. Motion for decree. 1874 S 238 
Judd v Green. Cause. 1873 J 36 
Wagstaff v The South-Eastern Railway Company. Motion 
for decree. 1873 W 199 
Russell v Parr. Motion for decree. 1874 R 150 
Pollard v Yardley. Motion for decree. 1874 P 154 
Mason vCampbell Cause. 1874 M 144 
—— v The Bank of England. Motion for decree, 1873 
S 294 
Stubbs v Miller. Motion for decree. 1874 S 249 
Cogan v Duffield. Cause. 1874 C 20 
Solomons v Magnus. Cause. 1874 S 217 
Alleyne v Lewis. Motion for decree. 1874 A 72. 
The Vice-Chancellor will not hear any of the above 
causes before the first cause day in the sittings after Term. 
R. H, Leacu, Registrar. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Money Marxert anv City INTELLIGENC?. 
The bank rate remains unchanged, The proportion of 
reserve to liabilities has risen from 36 per cent. last week to 
40% per cent. this week. Up to Monday the home railway 





market was firm, but on Tuesday and Wednesday a fall in 
prices occurred. On Thursday there was some improve. 
ment. Business in the foreign market has been very limited. 
Consols closed on Thursday at 92% to 93 for money and 93 to 
4 for the account. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

Last Quoration, June 11, 1875, 
3 per Cent. Consols, 92} x d Annuities, April, 85, 93 
Oitto for Account, July, 934 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1918 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 934 Ex Bille, 21000, 94 mar Ct. 2 dig 
New 3 per Cent., 93} Ditto, £500, Do 2 dis 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan. ’¥4 Ditto, 2100 & z2vu, 2 dis, 
Do. 24 perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year’, 259 
Annuities, Jan,’80— Dittc or Account, 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. Paid.|Closing Price. 
Stock Bristol and Exeter 
Stock Caledonian 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western ....ccccocssssseeseee 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock cescssssessssrees| | 
Stock Great Northern 
Stock’ Do., A Stock* 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Origival 

Stock, Lancashire and Yorkshire soceseees 
Stock’ London, Brighton, and South Coast 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover..... 

Stock London and North-Western . 
Stock London and South Western........e-cccsessereees 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ....... aseee 
Stock Metropolitan 
Stock! Do., District 
Stock Mfial A 
Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock North London 
Stock! North Staffordshi 
Stock South Devon 
Stock South-Eastern asstes 


* A receives no dividend util 6 per cent, has been paid to B, 





















































BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 

KerEene—June 4, the wife of Mr. A. T. Keene, solicitor, Mold, 
Flints, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Lez—Norcttt—June 9, at the Unitarian Chapel, Ipswich, 
Thomas Grosvenor Lee, of regs gr solicitor, to Wini 
Hannah, the youngest daughter of Stephen Abbott Notcutt, 
of Ipswich, solicitor. 

SmItH—Pavey—June 3, at the parish church, Minchinhamp- 
ton, Gloucestershire, Alfred Edward Smith, solicitor, Nails- 
worth, to Ellen, younger daughter of Henry Pavey, of Hazle- 
wood Cottage, Nailsworth, Gloucestershire. 


DEATHS. 
ConsEeTT—At Wilmslow, Cheshire, Richard Baverstock Brown 
Cobbett, aged 6i. 
WexssTEeR—June 3, at 97, Ladbroke-road, Notting-bill, Thomas 
Webster, Q.C., F.R.S., aged 64. 
Witson—June 7, at Camden Lodge, Sissinghurst, Cranbrook, 
Kent, John Elliot Wilson, solicitor, aged 66. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, June 4, 1875. 
Liutrep In CHancury. 

Ballyclare Paper Mills Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
resented June 4, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 12. 
and and Co, Coleman st, agents for Briggs, Derby, solicitor for the 

petitioner. 

Phoenix Bessemer Steel Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented June 3, directed to be heard before the M.R. on June 12. 
Pilgrim and Phillips, Church court Lothbary, agents fur Watson and 
Esam, Sheffield, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Swiss Times Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R.». 
dated May 24, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above pany be conti i. Ellis and Co, St. Swithin’s lane. solici- 
tors for the petitioner. 

Wolsingham Pirk Dinas and Fire Brick, Mineral, and Coal Company, 
Limited.—-By an order made by the L.C., cated May 28, it was 
ordered that the above company be wound up. Torr and Co, Bedford 
row, solicitors for the petitioners. 
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Tuespay, June 8, 1875. 
Limited 1n CHANCERY. 

Australia Direct Steam Navigation Company, Limited.—The M.R. 
has, by an order dated May 25. appointed Frederick Bertram Smart. 
Cheapside, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before July 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, July 19, at 11, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Cornish Consolidated Iron Mines Corporation, Limited.—V.C. Malins 
has, bv an order dated June 2, appointed Mr. Frederick Whinney, 
Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before July 1, to serd their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of the debts or claims, tothe above. Thursday, July 8, at 12, is 
appointed for hearing anj adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

‘Tynemouth (Borough) Tramvays Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Malins, dated May 28, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Universal Disinfector Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Wednes- 
day, June 16, at 1.32, at his chambers, for the appointmeut of an 
official liquidator. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farivar, June 4, 1875, 

Aston Provident Society, National School, Aston, Warwick. May 31 

Ear! of Dartmouth Lodge of Independent Odd Fellows, Shoulder of 
Mutton Inn, Silaithwaite, York. May 24 

Hendy Lodge, Gerwen District, Grand United Order of Odd Fellows, 
Red Cow Inn, Hendy, Pontardulais, Carmarthen. June lt 

ery Provident Benefit Society, School-room, Hunsdon, Hertford. 
June 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpar, June 4, 1875. 

Ackernley, William Henry. Huddersfield, York, Mechanic. July 1, 
Ackernley v Ackernley, M.R. Sykes, Huddersfield 

Gregory, Edward Rogers, Hackney, Gent. June 24, 
Nettleship, V.C. Hall. Crook and Smith. Fenchurch st 

Hardman, Willian, Elton, Lancashire, Merchant, Edmund Hardman, 
Eiton, Gent, and Henry Hardman, Bury, Lancashire, Gent, July 2. 
Foxton v Oram, M.R. Whitehead, Bury 

Hawkins, Frederick, Hyde place, Greenwich, Gent. 
vScard, M.R. Holmes, Threadneedle st 

Haywood, Howard, Brownhills, Burslem, Stafford, Esq. June 30. Eaton 
v Davis, V.C. Hall. Dawson, New square, Liucoln’s inn 

Humphreys, Richird, Banbury, Oxford, Mealman. Jaly 3. Field v 
Salter, M.R. Pellatt, Banbury 

Kidd, Houston, Mark lane, Merchant. 
V.C. Hall. Geaussent, New Broad st 

Knowles, Sarah, Matlock, Derby. June 30. Hassall v Adcock, V.C. 
Malins. Wilkinson, Bermondsey st, Southwark 

Luke, William, Charlestown, Cornwa!'l, Merchant, June 30. 
Luke, V.C. Malins. Coode and Co, St Austell 

Mason, William, Lawton marsh, Hereford, Farmer. July 7. Mason v 
Mason, V.C. Malins. Woodhouse, Leominster 

Mortimore, Richard, Callompton, Devon, Tanner. July 3, Mortimore 
v Mortimore, V.C, Malins. Burrow, Cu!lompton 

Pengelly, Oliver Veale, Barnstaple, Devon, Wine Merchant. June 28, 
Hunt v Pengelly, M.R. Tucker, Barnstaple 

Rawlinson, James, Caleb Lancaster, and Joshua Lancaster, Colne, 
Lancashire, Cotton Spinners. June 30, Lancaster v Elce, M.R. 
Robinson, Settle 

Robinson, Robert, Sevens, Westmorland, Innkeeper. June 25. Robin- 
son v Robinson, M.R. Thomeon, Kendal 

Roebuck, George, Leeds, Woollen Draper. July 7. Roebuck v Middle- 
ton, V.C. Hall, Middleton, Leeds 

Stead, Richard, Leeds, Maltster. June 25. Stead v Johnson, M.R. 
Janeway, Bedford row 

Summerlin, Thomas Hopkins, Compton rd, Canonbury, Gent. July 
. meuner v Summerlin, V.C. Hall. Longcroft, Clement’s inn, 

rani 

Tanks, Thomas, Holmer, Hereford, Brick Manufacturer. July 10. 
Vevers v Beech, V.C. Hall. Rvuberts, Leadenhall st 


Creditors ander 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Faipay, June 4, 1875. 
Bagot, Alexander, Lady Cross Lodge, Hants, Colonel. Augl. Few and 
Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
pon, Robert, Llangollen, Denbigh, Brewer. Sept 1. Richards, Llan- 
golien 
—, Witiem, Bradford, York, Gent. Aug 7. Wood and Killick, 


or 

Bayley, Rev William Rutter, Cassington, Oxford, July 1. Slee 
and Co, Parish st, Southwark 

Broom, Fanny, Bristol, June 24. Wise, Bristol 

Clark, George, Sidmouth st, St Pancras, Gent. 
Son, Abchureh lane 

Cleveland, Alfred, Chedgrave, Norfolk, Veterinary Surgeon. 
Hopeman and Todd 

Elphinstone, Hon John Frederick, Morpeth tereace, Colonel Scots Fus. 

is. July 7. Winter and Co, Bedford row 

Fisher, Joon, Kendal, Westmorland, Timber Merchant. 
Thompson and Wilson, Kendal 

Freer, William, Stonygate, Knighton, Leicester, Esq. July 13. Freer 
and Co, Leicester 

Elsom, Henry, Gcdmanchester, Huntingdon, Gent. Reid, 
Belmont terrace, Hornsey 

Gregory, Harriet, Knight’s hill, Lower Norwood. July 10, Johnson 
and Co, Austin friars 

Hainworth, William, Gitchin, Hertford, Farmer. Aug 10. Hepburn 
and Sons, Bird-in-Hand court, Cheapside 

» Frederick, Gateacre, near Liverpoo), Secretary Public Company. 

Sept 1. Duncan and Co, Liverpool 

Henning, William, Frome, St Quintin, Dorset, Gent. Sept !. Slade 

Thur- 


Gregory v 


June 28, Heugh 


July 2, Kidd v Geaussent, 


Luke v 


July 1. Phillips and 


July 10. 


July 31. 


June 26. 


and Co, Yeovil 
Hodgin, James, Wessington, Derby, Wheelwright. 


July 23. 
man, Alfreton 


Holland, Elizabeth, Padiham, Lancashire. July 6. Wheeler and Co, 
Padiham 


Jackson, Thomas Ridley, Edgbgston, near Birmingham, Coal Dealer. 
Ang |. Dimbleby, Birmingham 

Law:on, Richard, Falsgrave, York, Gent. June 30. Cornwall and Co, 
Scarborough 

Luxton, Hephzibah, Evesham, Worcester. Sept 1. New and Co, 
Evesham ‘ 

Richard, Svuthsea, Hants, Esq. Aug 14, 

Southsea 

Nicholson, Frances, Whitehaven, Cumberland. 
Howson, Whitehaven 

Page, Matilda, Wimpole st, Cavendish square. 
Gutter lane, Cheapside 

Punshon, Luke, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Gent, July 14. 
Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Scott, Duncan, Fulham rd, Licensed Victualler. July 13, 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Shurzy, and not Shurly (as erroneously printed in Gazette of 25th ult), 
Elizabeth, Brighton, S»ssex. July 1$. King and Son, Brighton 

Tiplady, Charles, Blackburn, Lancashire, Siationer. June 30. Wilkin- 


son, Blackburn 

Tomlyn, William, Wrotham, Kent, Buiider. Stenning, Maid- 
stone 

Tremlett, Samuel, King st, Lower rd, Islington, Fishmonger. July 10, 
Townend, Queen st, Cheapside 

Turner, James, Lombard st, Solicisor. 


Marvin, 
Lumb and 

Plunkett, 
Forster and 


J une 29, 
June 24, 


Mackeson 


Augl. 


Aug 3, Fox and Co, Chancery 


lane 
Webbe, John, Whitby, Yorkshire, Professor of Music. June 30. Ditton, 
t ger lane, Cheapsid 
Wilkinson, Thomas, Handsworth, Stafford, Electro Plater. 
Dimbleby, Birmingham 





Aug |, 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, June 4, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Delmar, Arthur, Hillmarten rd, S:ock Broker. 

Rice. June 17 at 12 

Haverson, John Thomas, Charies Alfred Gordon, and Theodore John 


Scrivener, Gresham st, Stationers. Pet June 1. Hazlitt. June 23 
Marshall, George, Edgware rd, Auctioneer. 
Pet May 31. 
O’Donnell, Francis Hugh, Palsgrave place, Strand. 
atil 
Evans, Thomas, Liverpoo!, Sack Dealer. Pet June 2. 
Thomas, John, Saint Day, Cornwail, Innkeeper. 


at 12 
June 18 at 12 
H 
Haz- 
litt. June 23 at 12 
Williams, Thomas, Graham 1d, Dalston, Accountant. 
pool, June 16 at 2 
Truro, June 16 at li 


Pet Jane 2. Spring- 


Pet June 1. 


Pet June I. 


Hughes, Joseph, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Butcher. Pet May 31. 
Spring-Rice. June 17 at 11.30 
Pet June 1. Hazlitt. 
Neumark, S, Bishopsgate st, Mercliant. 
Brougham. June 18 at li 
Von Landesen, Eugene, Adelbert George Hildt, and Gustav Kublenthal, 
Great Ss Helen’s, Merchants. Pet June 2. Spring-Rice. June 22 
Hazlitt. June 23 at ll 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Watson. Liver- 
Fairman, Charles John, Sunderland, Durham, Wine Merchant. Pet 
May 31. McKenzie. Sunderland, June 18 at 1) 
Pet June 2. 


Paul. 


Tuespay, June 8, 1875, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Angell, Thomas John, Russell rd, Kensington, Gent. Pet April 16. 
Brougham. June 25 at 1) 
Michels, Frederick Charles, Maida hill west, Livery Stable Keeper. 
Pet June 3. Pepys. June 24 aril 
Page, Charles, Omega place, Alpha rd, Regent’s park, Cab Proprietor. 
Pet June 5. Hazlitt. June 22 at lt . 
Solomons, Maurice Benjamin, Temple bar, Wine Merchant, Fet Jun 
5. Haglite, June 22 atil 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Blower, Walter Charles, Dingestow, M th, Farmer. 
Roberts. Newport, June 21 at 2 
Buckley, Edwin, Hurst, Lineashive, Cigar Merchant, Pet June3. Hall. 
Ashton-under-Lyne, June 17 at 11 
Cowper, John H__, Liverpoo!, Merchant, Pet June 4, Watson. 
Liverpool, June 21 at 2 x 
Eshelby, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Joiner. 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, June 21 a:3 
Knight, Xichard, Ruardean hii), Gloucester, Collier. 
Wilton. Gloucester, June 19 at (2 
Morris, David, and Morris Jones Morris, Sylfaen, Merioneth, Farmers, 
Pet June4. Jenkins. Aberystwith, June 22 at 12 
Osmand, Benjamin, Tunbridge Wetls, Sussex, Brick Maker, Pet June 
5. Cripps. Tunbridge Wella, June 21 at 3 
Pringle, Henry Strachan, and Wiliam John Pringle, Newcastle-upor- 
Tyne, Colliery Owners. Pet June 5. Mortimer. Newcastle, June 
22 at 12 
Rhys, Charles Cureton, The Palace, Hampton Court, Gent. Pet June 
3. Bell. Kingston, June 24 at 3 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fatpay, Juve 4, 1875. 
Hunt, Henry, Stratford, Essex, Varnish Manufacturer. May 25 
Torspat, June 8, 1875, 
Stephens, Josias, Stephen’s terrace, Notting hill, Builder. June | 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, June 4, 1875. 
Aaron, John Moses, Coldharboar lane, Camberwell, Furniture Dealer. 
June 16 at il at offttes of Day, Bloomsbury square. Fereday, Ox- 


Pet Juns4. 





Pet June 4. 
Pet June 3. 





ford st 
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Affieck, Henry, Abirghall, Gloucester, Paper Maker. June 18 at 1 at 
the Wellington Hotel, Gloucester. Goold, Newnham 

Arundell, John, Exeter, Honiton Lace Dealer. June 17 at 4 at 66, 
Paris st, Ex:ter . 

Ashley, Thomas, Brierley hill, Stafford, Coal Merchant. June 18 at 3 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson’s place, Birmingham. Addisoo, 
Brierley bill 

Ball, Thomas Williamson, York, Stationer. June 17 at I! at offices of 
Watsen, Lenda!, York 

Barker, Francis Lewis Roubilliac, Bristol, Dealerin Thina. June !$ at 
11 at offices of Ward, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Bent, Henrv, Leicester, Furniture Dealer. June 17 at 11 at offices of 
Shires, Market st, Leicester 

Bentley, William. Hanley, Stafford, Fishmonger. June 12 at 11 at the 
Vine Inn, Stafford. Shire-, Leicester 

Bicknell. Wiliism Henry Prawie, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Tailor. June 
15 at 3 at the 'fown Hail chambeis, Bridgend, Stockwood, jun, 
Bridgeud 

Blakey, John, and Saville Crowther, jun, Huddersfield, York, Dyers. 
— 16 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Hudders- 
eld 

Boucher, Samue! Richard, Carlton, Nottingham, out of business. Janne 
21 at 3 at offices of Parsons, Eldon chambers, Wheeler gate, Not- 
tingham 

Bradley, Berjamia, Fulham rd, Brompton, Builder. June 14 at 3 at 
offices of Harris, Borough High st, Southwark 

Burrows, James, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Butcher. June 17 at 
11 at offices ot Harris and Co, Gandy st chambers, Exeter. Huggins, 
Exeter 

Chantrey, George, Derby, Licensed Victualler. June 17 at 11 at offices 
of Harrison and Co, Becket weil lane, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Cheetham, S¢muel, Liverpool, Merchant. June 18 at 2 at offices of 
Banner and Son, North John st, Liverpool. Hull and Co, Liverpool 

Corbett, John, Grafton st, Soho, Cheesemonger. June 14 at 11 at 25, 
Great James st, Bedford row. Pope 

Cowan, William, Huddersfield, York, Draper. June 17 at 11 at offices 
of Armitage, Lord st, Huddersfield 

Crathorne, Allan, jun, Stocktun-on-Tees, Darham, Wine Merchant. 
June 14 at 12 at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Cumbus, George, Barnard Ca-tle, Durham, Innkeeper. June 15 at 12 
at the Club Room, Mechanics’ Hall, Skinnergate, Darliogton, 
Willan, Darlington 

Currie, Geo: ge, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. June 21 at 2 at offices of 
Tyrer and Co, North John st, Liverpool 

Curtis, William, Poole, Dorset, Cabinet Maker. June 17 at 3 at offices 
of Trevanion, New st, Poole 

Daniels, Mary, Newport, Monmouth, Beerhouse Keeper. June 22 at 
12 at offices of Morgan, Dock st, Newport 

Davis, William, Sheffield, Picture Framer. June 16 at 11 at offices of 
Webster, Hartshead, Sheffield 

Daw barn, James, Lombard st, Mine Owner, June 30 at 3 at offices of 
Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Dennis, Harry, and Adam Myers Todd, Bradford, York, Italian Cloth 

Merchants. June 19 at 10 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles 
st, Bradford 

Dodds, Alexander, Manchester, Printer. June 22 at 3 at offices of 

Chorlton, Brazewnose st, Manchester 

Eaton, Richard, Union st, Southwark, Mechanical Engineer. June 24 

at 3 at offices of Lawrance and Co, Oid Jewry chambers 

Ensor, Charles, Aston, near Birmingham, Pearl Button Maker. June 
18-at 4 at offices cf Parry, Benneit’s hill, Birmingham 

Faweus, Thomas Powell, and Robert Craggs, West Hartlepool, Dur- 
ham, Timber Merchants. June 21 at 3at offices of Fawcus and Craggs, 
Commercial buildings, West Hartlepoo]. Strover, West Hartlepool 

Gibbs, Abraham, Sheftield, Clothier. June 16 at 2 at offices of Ryalls 
and Son, North Church st, Sheffield 

Green, Alfred, Trowbridge, Wilts, General Dealer, June 18 at 1 at 
offices of Sharpnell, Bridge st, Bradfurd-on-Avon 

Gregory, Lewis William, King st, Cheapside, So.icitor, June 22 at 3 at 

Offices of Raven and Curtis, Queen Victoria st 
Hadley, William, Baubury, Oxford, lronmonger. June 21 at 3 at the 
Hen and Chikens Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hensman and 
Nicholson. College bill 

Haggerty, MicHael, North Shields, Northumberland, Dealer in 
Draperies. Jane i6 at 2 at offices ot Hoyle aad Co, Collingwood st, 
Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Hammond, Samuel! James, Springfield, Essex, Butcher. June 17 at 11 

at offices of Jones, Tindal square, Chelmsford 

Hardcastle, George, and George Valentine Pettefer, Birmingham, 

Jewellers. June 15 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, birmingham 

Hayward, Richard, Dawley, Salop, Maltster’s Foreman, June .8 a4 12° 
at ciices of Harries, Dawley 

Herbert, William, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Shoe Manufacturer. 
June 17 at 3 at the Angel Hotel, Abergavenny. Sayce, Abergavenny 

Herd, Edward, Church Minshull, Cheshire, Farmer. June 17 at 3 at 
the Crown Hotel, Nantwich. Martin, Nantwich 

Hewett, William, Great Yarmouth, Jewelier. June 21 at 11 at offices 
of Wright, Queen st, Norwich 

Hill, David, Jevons, Swinaon, Wilts, Watch Maker. Jone 18 at 11 at 
the be!l Hotel, High st, Swindon. Mullings and Co, Wootton Bassett 
Hill, Rowland, Lerdentzli st, Housekeeper. June 16 at 3 at cffices of 
Thwsites, basinghall st. Parke, Coleman st 

Hjerieid, Sivert, Coatham, York, Ironfuunders. June 17 at 1) at offices 
of Anderson, Queen Hviel, Middesburough, Bainbridge, Albert rd, 
Middlesborough 

Horton, Joun George, Southsea, Hants, Chandler’s Shopkeeper. June 
- 4 at the Cricketers’ Tavera, Southsea. Marshall, Lincoin’s inn 

e1as ° 

Huckett, Henry Robert, Lee, Kent, Auctioneer. June 21 at 3 at offices 
of Lockyer, New cross rd, Deptford 

Hudson, William, H»rrow rd, Omabuas Proprietor. June 12 at 10 at 
offices of Fisher, Leicester square 

Jackron, Henry, South Stuelds, Duscham, Auctioneer. June 18 at3 at 
offices ot Blair, King st, South Shields 

Johnston ,Jvin, Hulme, Manchester, Provision Dealer. June 17 at 2.30 
at offices of Nuttall and son, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Jones, David samuel, Birmingham, Draper. June 15 at 11 at offices of 
Free, Temple row, Birmingham 


Kinnersley, John, Hereford, Grocer. June 18 at 10.30 at offices of 
Corner, High Town, Hereford 
Knowles, John, Bolton, Lancashira,Corn Dealer. June 16 at 3 at offices 
of Dawson and Scowcroft, Exchange st east, Boltan 
Langies, Edwin Herbert, Rye, Sussex, General Merchant. June 18 at 
11 at Green’s Hotel, Havelock rd. Hastings. Dawes, Rye 
Lannigan, Henry Trevor, Redcar, Yor“, Engineer, June t7 at 12 at 
the Queen Hotel, Middlesburongh. Bainbridye, Middlesborough 
Loth, Jonn, Newport, Monmonth, Greeagrocer. June 18 at il acoffices 
of Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newpert 
Mather, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Shipowner. June 15 at 2 at 
ottices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-npon-lyne 
McLellan, John, Leeds, Hotet Keeper. Juac 17 at 4 at the Albion Hotel, 
Briegate, Leeds, Ferns 
Medland, John, Birmingham, Corn Dealer. June 17 at 12 at offices of 
Ladbuary, Newhail st, Birmingham 
Michelson, Edward, Manchester, Merchant. June 22 at 3 at the Clare1co 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester, Storer, Manchester 
Middleton, Jolin William, Manchester, Provision Dealer. June 18 at 2 
at offices of Chapman and Co, Fountain st, Manchester 
Miller, Alexander, Liverpoo!, Liceused Victualier. June 22 at tt at 
offices of Quelch, Dale st, Liverpool 
Morgan, John, Coygen, Brecon, Farmer. Jane 24 at 12 at offices of 
Games, Struct, Brecon 
O'Neill, James, South Bank, nr Middlesborough, York, Chemist. Jane 
14 at 1 at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middiesborough 
Pilkington, Alexander, Blackburn, Lanca-hire, Draper. June 22at 1 at 
the White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Holland, Blackburn 
Prescott, James, Oldham, Lancashire, China Dealer. June 21 at 3 at 
offices of Ascroft and Son, Clegg st, Oldham 
Rhodes, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Wheelwright. June 16 at 11 at 
offices of Downham, Birkenhead 
Robinson, Philip, Rochdale, Lancashire, Fishmonger. Jans 19 at lat. 
offices of Ashworth, Yorkshire st, Rochdale . 
‘Roshier, William, Norwich, Carpenter. Juno 16 at 12 ato‘ices of Miller 
and Co, Bank chambers, Norwich. Stevens, Norwich 
Salomon, Peter, Billiter square, Merchans. June lsat 12 at offises of 
Crump, Phiipot lane 
Stevens, John, Chigwell row, Essex, Licensed Victualler, June 22 at 
at the Golden Lioa Ino, Romturd. Moojen, Soutaampton st, Blooms- 
bury square : 
Sutton, John, West town, nr Dewsbury, York, Cloth Finisher. June 
16 at 2 at o'fces of Ridgway, Church st, Dewsbary 
Swift, Isaac, Newport, Monmoath, Cab Propriecor. June 17 at 11 ab 
offices cf Williams and Co, Dock st, Newport 
Tappio, William George, Kingsland rd, Timber Merchant. Juna 2l at 
3 at offices of Webb, Austin friars 
Taylor, Joseph, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 22a%11 at offices of 
Morgan, High st, Cardiff 
Thompson, Thomas Joho, Beverley, York, Surgeon. June 16 at 1L at 
Offices of Shepherd and Co, Lairgate, Beverley 
Wali, Ann, Nuilsworth, Gloucester, Grocer. Juas 21 at UL at oficas of 
Witchell, Lansdown, Stroud 
West, Lewis Borrett, St Mary’s grove park, Chiswick, Gent. Jane 14 
at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Preston, East India 
avenue, Leadenhull st 
Weston, Ihomas boad, Tranmere, Cheshire, Baker, June 16 at 2 at 
¢ffices of Downham, Birkenhead 
Williams, William, Thomas Milner, and Joshua Overend, Bradford, 
York, Worsted Spinners. Jane 16 at 11 at oltices of Rawson and 
Co, Piccadilly, Bradtord 


Tuespay, June 8, 1875. 

Allin, John, Weedon Beck, Northampton, Farmer, Jane 17 at 3 at 

offices of Becke, Market square, Northampton. Cvok and Parker, 

Wellingborough 

Allport, Susannah, Bury, Lancashire, Tobacconist. June 18 at 3 at 

otfices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 

Bale, William Avery, Lower Winsham, Devon, Farmer. June 22 at 12 

at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple ‘ 

Beayon, Isaac William, Birmingham, Plated Chain Manufacturer. 

June 17 at 12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Blyton, Thomas Carey, High s*, Dep‘ford, Linen Deaper. Jane 23 at 

2 at Lombard Honse, George yard, Lombard st. Vallaace and Val- 

lance, Kssex st, Strand 

Bottomley, Gaulter, Dewsbury, York, Butcier, June 18 at 11 at offices 

of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury : 

Bould, Henry Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. June 23at 8 at offices 

of Juques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Bowen, William, Stretford, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. June 25 at 3 at 

offices of Edwards and Bintlitf, Cheapside, Chapel walks, Manchester 

Bown, William, North Warnborough, Odiham, Hants, Farmer. June 

22 at 1 at offices of Chandler, Church st, Basingstoke 

Brayshaw, Alfred, and frederick Roverts, Leeds, Woollen Cloth Mian 

facturers, June 21 at 3 at offices of Pickering, South parade, Leeds 

Brench, George Rcbinson, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Upholsterar. June 22 at 

2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Br wn, Henry James, Church row, Marlborough rd, Dalston, Baker. 

June 17 at 2 at office of Ager, Baruard’s-inn, Holborn. Roberts, 

Thanet place, Temple bar 

Burrows, John, Northampton, Baker, Juna 19 at 3 atofficesof Jeffery, 

Market square, Northampton 

Chambers, Christopher, New Union st, Moor lane, Skirt Manufacturer. 
June 21 #t 2 at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 

Chevalier, Henri Louix, Manchester, Mercantile Clerk. June 18 at 3 

at offices of Gould, 8+, Peter’s square, Manchester 

Child, Edward Ogdin, Haddersfield, York, Licenaed Vietua'ler. June 

19 at 10.30 at offices of Sykes and Son, Lord st, Huddersfield 

Clarke, William, Kenninghall, Norfolk, Baker. June 28 at 11 at odices 

of Lane, Kenninghall 

, Collins, Henry, Canton, Glamorgin, Grocer. June 21 at 2 at offices of 
Evans, High st, Cardiff . 

Conlan, Michael, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Jane 23 at 2 at offices of 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Manchester 

Davis, John, Bridge, Kent, Grocer. June 21 at 3 at offizes of Monck= 
ton and Cu, King st, Maidstone 
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Charles, Omega place, Alpha rd. Regent's park, Stenemason. 

Pinte 39 at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Miller, 
King st, Cheapside : 

Dowman, William, Vigo st, Gent. June 28 at 2 at 6, Cork st, Buriing- 
ton gardens. Davis 

Eames, Joseph Rattu, and George Secundus Lake, Portsmouth, Hants, 
Outfitters. Jnne 24 at 2 at the St James’s Restaurunt (sth room), 
Regent st. Harvey and Addison, Portsea ; 

Fletcher, Joseph, Burntwood. near Lic bfield, Stafford, out of basiness. 
June 18 at 3 at offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Frostick, James, South Berfleet. Essex, Baker. June 21 at | at offices 
of Pulien, Windmill st, Gravesend \ d 

Gillis, George, Haydon bridge, Northamberland, Agricnitaral En- 
pineer. June 22 at il at offices of Ingledew and Daggett, Dean st, 
Newcasile-n: on-Tyne : 

Graham, Wiliiam Richmond, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Jane 19 at 
1] at offices of Miller, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st. Bristol 

Greevup, Joseph, Manchester, Builder, June 25 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Farrar and Hal! 

Griggs. Edward Walter, Haverhil!, Suffulk, Chemist. Jane 24 at ll at 
the Beli Hotel, Haverhill 

Hadley, Richard Nash, Powick Mil!, Worcester, Miller, June 2! at 11 
offices of Stallard, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Hamer, Edmund, L'anialoes, Moatgomery, Grocor. June 22 at 10 
at the Pablic Room, Llanidloes. Davies, Llanidloes 

flannah, James Bruce, Liverpool, Leather Merchant. Jane 29 at 3 at 
offices of Sheen end Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool 

Hayes, William, Salford, Lancashire, Baker. June 28 at3 at offices 
of Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Hedger, George Henry, Aylesbury, Buckingham, General Dealer. June 
18 ut offices of Hodgson, Water'oo st, Birmingham (iu lieu of the 
place originally named) 

Henderson, George, Che'tenham, Gloucester, Accountant. 
4 at offices of Pruen, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Herringshaw, John Joseph, Doncaster. York, Grocer. June 19 at 11 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Mellor, Bank st, Shettield 

Hunt, Richard Sturley, Sheffield, Draper. June 25 at 12 at offices of 
Wing and Co, Prideaux chambers, Change alley, Shetfield. Auty and 
Son, Sheffield. 

Ingham, James, Oldham, Lancashire. Tailor. June 22 at 3 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Clark, Oldham 

Johnson, George, Birmingham, Builder, June ?lat 3 at offices of 
Parry, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 

Johnson, John, Wigan, Lancashire, no business. June 28 at 11 at 
ofices of France, Churchgate, Market placa, Wigan 

Jones, Roderick, Liansantffraid Glyndyfrdwy, Merioneth Tailor. June 
24 at 12 at the Lion Hotel, Wrexham James Corwen 

Jordan, Jo-eph, Leicester, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. June 24 at 3 
atthe White Hart Hotel, Haymarket, Leicester. Shires, Leicester 

Knight, Alfred Pilkington, Princes Wharf, Vauxhall, Coal Merchant, 
June 23 at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Greshamst, Ingle and Co 
Threadneedle st 

Maidment, Charies, Newmarket, Cambridge, Jockey. June 19 at 11 at 
the Rutland Arms Hotel. High st, Newmarket. Feon 

Malone, Edward, Falmouth, Cornwall, Fruirerer. June 21 at 3 at offices 
of Jenkins, Post Office-buildings, Falmouth 

Matthews William, Middlesborough, York, Drapers’ Assistant, June 
18 at 2 at offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesborough 

Meagher, John Francis, Liverpool, Boot and Shoe Maker. June 25 at 
3 at offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Werrall Hartley, Spring Head Mill, near Keighley, York, Worsted 
Spinner. June 2] at 11 at offices of Wood and Killick, Commercial 
Bank buildings, Bradford 

Molesworth, John, Leicester, Elastic Web Manufacturer. June 21 at 3 
at the Trade Protection Society’s Roo.n, New st, Leicester. Haxby, 





June 21 at 


Leicester 
Nye, Alfred Thomas, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Outfitter. Juve 18 at 11 
atl, Dyott terrace, Tunbridge Wells. Burton 
Osborn, William Henry, Basinghall st, Merchant, June 2! at 2 at offices 
of Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane 
rker, Jefferson, Wa'sall, Stafford, Journeyman Saddler, June 2la 
11 at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsali 
Pickersgill, Isaac, Leeds, Contractor. June 26 at 11 at offices of Harle, 
Victoria chambers, South parade, Leeds 
Powell, John, Maiastone, Kent, Tailor. 
Monckton, ang Co, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Rostron, John, Mancheser, Packing Cse Maker, June 18 at3 at 
Offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, Manchester 
Savage, John, Sheerness, Keut, Grocer. June %l at 12 at the Law In- 
stitution, Chancery lane, Copland, Sheerness 
Sawyer, James, Riverhead, Kent, Stonemason. 
of Holcroft and Co, London rd, Sevenoaks 


Senior, Abraham, Runcorn, Cheshire, Furniture Dealer. June 22 at 3 
at the Patten Arms Hotel, Warrington. Ashton and Garratt, Run- 
corn 

Seymour, Rosamond, Rochdale, Lancashire, no occupatton. June 22 
at ll at offices of Brierley, The Walk, Rochdale 

er, Thomas, Eastbourne, Sussex, Painter. June 21 at 12 atthe 
Kennan’s Hotel, Cheapside. Stiff, Eastbourne 

Skuse, John, Winterbourne Down, Gloucester, Grocer. June 23 at 2 at 
Offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Sloan, Annie Maria, Liverpool, Linen Dealer. June 23 at 2 at offices 
of Beliringer, North John st, Liverpool 

ith, Francis, Blackburn, Lancashire. Jeweller. 
offices of Davies, Bennett’s hill, Sirmingham 

Stevenson, Josiah, Green terrace, Clerker well,J ourneyman Upholsterer 
June 28 at 2 at offices of Pain, Marylebone rd 


Strong, J oseph, Barrow-in-Furnaess, Lancashire, Frniterer. June 22 at 
lt at the Suip Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness, Thompson, Barrow-in- 


June 18 at 12 at offices of 


June 21 at 11 at offices 


June 21 at 12 at 


urness 
Swallow, George, Richard Blackburn, Harry Lister Scholefield, and 
Frederick Edwa-d Sieigh, Heckm»ndwike, York. Manufacturers, 
dune 14 at 1 at the Royal Hotel, Dewsbury (in lieu of the place 
originally named) 
Taylor, Richard, King st west, Hammersmith, Grocer. 
at offices of Owles, Chancery lane 


June 1S at 3 





Thorpe, Frederick William, Aylesbury, Buckingham, out of businesa> 
June 30 at 12 at offices of Fell, Aviesbary 

Traynor, James, Torquay, Devon, Naturalist. June 21 at 11 at otiees 
of Hirtzell, Queen st, Exeter 

Tuffley. Josep, Nottingham, Blacksmith. June 24 at 12 at offices of 
Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Turner, John, Halrf+x, Grocer. June 21 at 3 at the White Lion Hotel, 
Hahfax. Boocock, Hatifax 

Walker, John Henry,and Henry Simpson, Liverpool, Commission Mer- 
chants. June 22 at 2 at the Law Association Rooms, Cook st, Liver- 
pool. Martin, Liverpool 

Walther, Wilhelm, Goswell rd, Cle-kenwe!!, Provision Dealer, 
28 at 3 at offices of Goldberg, West st, Moorgate st 

Ware, Charles, Buekland, Hants, Baker. Jure 24 at 3 at offices of 
Ford, Queen st, Portsea 

West, Henry, Salford, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. June 23 at 2 at offices 
of Horner, Clarence st, Manchester 

Worrall, Henry, Longton, Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. Jane 18 at 2 
at cffices of Litchfield, Bagna!) st, Newcastie-under-Lyme 

Wyatt, John, and Wiiliam Wyat:, Bayton Colliery, Worcester, Coal 
Masters. June 22 at3 at offizes of Miller and Vo, Church street, 
Kidderminster 

Zimmermann, Ferdinand Auguste, and Moritz Zimmermann, Aldgate 
buildings, Fenchurch street, Importers. June 25 at 2 at the Guild- 
hall: Tavern, Gresham street. Van Sandau and Cumming, King 
street, Cheapside 


Jane 








UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 
of the Undertaker’s bill have Jong operated as an oppressive tax 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
$o their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing fall particulars may 
ve obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Olfice, 2 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE  ig6) MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of tlie Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNSEL'S DITTO. 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 2C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—The MAGI- 


CIAN and the GENII, an Original, Optical, Magical, and@ 
Musical Entertainment, with a NEW GHOST Scene (by permission of 
the Author, Dr. Croft), and several woncerfal illusions and mysteries, 
by Mr. Seymour Smith, assisted by Herr Max Alexander. ARCTIC 
EXPEDITIONS, Past and Present, by Mr. B. J. Malden. The BES- 
SEMER BOAT, by Mr. J. L. King. FOOD from AFAR, and ECONOM- 
ICAL COOKING, by Prof. Gardner, JAN€ CONQUEST. The 
MECHANICAL LEOTARD. DIVER and DIVING-BELL, and many 
other Entertainmeats. Open twice daily, at 12 and 7. Admission Is. 








ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Dnke and Duchess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sir SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEY, 
MARSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also superb 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters. Admission, Is, 
Children under twelve, 6d. Extra room, 6d. Open from 10 a.m, till 
10 p.m. 





ROYAL OLYMPIC THEATRE. 
Sole Lessee and Manager, Mr. Henry Neville. 

THIS EVENING, at 8, THE SPENDTHRIFT. Messrs. C. Har- 
court, F. Robertson, Voliaire, W. H. Stephens, G. W. Anson, and 
Henry Neville ; MesdamesC. Viner, M. Strudwicke, Siepaens, A. Tay- 
lor, and Miss Fowler. 


VAUDEVILLE THEATRE, STRAND. 


THIS EVENING, at 7.30, A WHIRLIGIG. At 8, OUR BOYS 
by H. J. Byron, Concluding with A FEARFUL FO#. Messrs, W. 
Farren, T. Thorne, Warner, C. W. Garthorne, W. Lestocq, Bernard, 
and D, James; Mesdames Amy Roselle, Bishop, N. Walters, C, Rienards, 
S. Larkin, &c. : 


ALHAMBRA THEATRE ROYAL. 

THIS EVENING, CHILPERIC. Preceded by THE ARTFUL. 
DODGE, written by F. L. Blanchard, followed by the Grand Barbarie 
Ballet, with Mdilles. Betty Rig], Pertoidi, Sidome. Concluding with a 
new Comic Ballet by the Lauri Family. Commence at?. No free list. 
Prices from 6d. to £2 2s. 
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AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Funds in hand and bo asd amount to £1,400,000 
sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrster-at-Law, Goldsmith’s-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pa Say Eeq, (Lee, Pemberton, & Reeves), 
Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


OVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE, 
48, ST. JAMES’S STREET, S,W. 
CITY BRANCH, 122, CANNON STREET, LONDON. 





Directors. 
Sir James R. CaRmicuakL, Bart. 


Cuas. W. Rernotps, Esq. 
Col. P. T. Batuurst. Sir Jonn E. Easpiey-WiLMOT, 
Joun GaRpDINER, Esq. Bart., M.P. 


}'The Report for 1874, copies of waich, with the Statements of Ac- 
count, can be had on application, shows that a sum equal to 40 percent. 
of the premium Income was added to the Funds, while the general 
Income was increased. 


3419 Policies, averaging £535 each, were issued. 


The Directors continue to rake Apvances to Assurers in the Office on 
Liberal Terms. 


H. D. DAVENPORT, Secretary. 
SE STERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS. 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 


BY 
SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office—69, KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 
Manager—T. B. SPRAGUE, Esq., M.A. 


Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HART, 
37, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, 
Every description of Life Insurancebutiness transacted. 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors. 


Dr. AsEBcRNER. 





THE 


thd AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agre 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Conrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 


Brits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 


Sates awp Puncuases effected in Briti@h and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 


Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 





O-OPERATIVE CREDIT BANK 
MANSION HOUSE CHAMBERS, 
12, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 
Firat Issue of Capital: £500,000 ‘in subscriptions of £1 and upwards 
Interest in liew of dividend 18 per cent. per annum, paid monthly. 
Current accounts opened, snd 5 percent. interest allowed on the 
Misimum Monthly Balances, 
CHEQUE BOOKS SUPPLIED, 


The Bank grants Credits and issues Circular Notes for the Continent 
yw America, and traneacts every description of sound financial 
usiness. 


For particalars apply to 


R. B, OAKLEY, Manager. 








EGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
4 OFFICE, No. 10, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, 


8th June, 1875, 

The Proprietors of this Society are requested to take notice that the 
DIVIDEND for the Current Year on the Proprietors’ Fund will be 
PAYABLE at this Office on THURSDAY, the Ist day of JULY next, 
and following days, between the hours of 11 and 2 o’clock. 

The Transfer Books of the Society will be closed from Tuesday, the 
15th inst., to Wednesday, the 30th inst., both days inclusive. 

By Order of the Board, 


E, A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 





INCREASED SAILINGS END OF JUNE. 


LASGOW AND THE HIGHLANDS.—ROYAL 

ROUTE, via CRINAN AND CALEDONIAN CANALS by Royal 

Mail Steamer, IONA, from GLASGOW, daily at Seven a.m., and from 

GREENOCK at Nine a.m., conveying passengers for OBAN daily; 

ps WILLIAM and INVERNESS, every Monday, Wednesday, and 
riday. 

For sailings to GLENCOE, GAIRLOCH, ROSS-SHIRE (for Loch 
Maree), STAFFA, IONA, MULL, SKYE, LEWIS, and WESC HIG#. 
LANDS, see bill with Map and Tourist Fares, free, at Cuatro & 
Winvts’, Booksellers, 74, Piccadilly, London ; or by post on application 
to Davip Hutcueson & Co,, 119, Hope-street, Glasgow, 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 

SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON, 


Every description of Printing. 











Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 

Appeals Prospectuses 
Parliamentary Minutes Magazines 

Books Newspapers 
Pamphlets Circulars 

Reports Posters 

Rules Handbills, &c., &c, 
ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 


Dinn2rs (from the joiat) vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s. 6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint 
with the agreeable sccomp miment of light wine, both cheap ai 
good, I know only of sae “ouse, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings.a bottle, or you may be supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864 
400 page. 

The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables &c., 1s. 6d, 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
I LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each moi 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 





Notice. Bitine Pama. 
ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. have 


much satistaction in announcing that nearly every property 
they have had the honour of offering to auction during the past year 
has either been sold under the hammer or disposed of by private 
treaty, and they are now prepared to give prompt and vigorous atten- 
tion to any instructions they may receive for the early easuing Spring 
season.— Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon- 
street, E.C, (established 1843), 





Notice,—Forthcoming Auction Appointments. 


ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. are de- 

sirous of directing the attenti of Solicit nd Owners, 
— property intended to be offered t» Auction, to the Advisability 
of their giving as early intimation as possible of probable sales, as 
Messrs. Marsh, Milner, & Co. always pre-arrange and classify their 
auctions s0 as to insure the attend ot buyers.—Address 
City Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon-street, E.C. 
(established 1843). 








Periodical Sales by Auction (established 1843) of Reversions, Policies, 
Annuities, &c., for May the 6th. 


ESSRS. MARSH, MILNER, & CO. are now 
preparing printed particulars for their next SALE, which 
will take place on Thursday, July the let. Solicitors and others de- 
sirous of including lots in this sale are requested to forward instructions 
immediately, #0 that the advantages of early publicity may be secured. 
It is considered that the success attending these sales is chiefly at- 
tributable to the timely circulation of the particulars.—Terms at 
the City Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon-street (¢8- 
tablished 1643), 
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